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MONDAY, APRIL 18, 1955 


Unitep Srates SENATE, 
Suscom™MitTtree To INVESTIGATE THE 

ADMINISTRATION OF THE INTERNAL Security ACT AND 

Oruer INTERNAL Security Laws, oF THE 
CoMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
W ashinaton. dD. ( 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to call, at 2:45 p. m., in room 457, 
Senate Office Building, Senator James O. Eas tia nd (chairman of the 
subcommittee) presiding. 

Present: Senators Eastland, McClellan, Daniel, and Jenner. 

Also present: J. G. Sourwine, chief counsel; Alva C. Carpenter, 
associate counsel; Benjamin Mandel, director of research; and Rob 
ert C. McManus, professional staff member. 

The Cuatrman. Who is your first witness, Mr. Sourwine? 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Nathan Witt. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Witt, do you have any objection to the tele- 
vision camera ? 

Mr. Wirr. Yes; I do, Senator Eastland, while I am testifying. If 
vou please, I would just as soon get the picture taking out of the way 
before I am sworn. 

The CuatrmMan. Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about 
to give the Internal Security Subcommittee of the Committee on the 
Judiciary of the Senate of the United States is the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Wirr. I do. 

The Cuarrman. Sit down. I want the photographers not to sit 
between the witness and the committee. 

Do you object to photos while you are testifying? 

Mr. Wirr. Yes; 1 do, sir. I have no objections: to as many pictures 
as they want to take before I testify, but I would rather not have them 
while I am testifying. 


TESTIMONY OF NATHAN WITT, ACCOMPANIED BY JOSEPH FORER, 
HIS ATTORNEY 


Mr. Sourwine. You are a lawyer, Mr. Witt? 

Mr. Wirr. I am, Mr. Sourwine. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Where do you practice law? 

Mr. Wirr. New York City. 

Mr. Sourwine. And your address, sir? 

Mr. Wirr. 9 East 40th Street, New York 16. 

Mr. Sourwine. Who are your partners, Mr. Witt? 
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Mr. Wirr. I have no partners. I practice by myself. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you have any office associates ? 

Mr. Wirt. Only in the sense that there are other lawyers who share 
the same suite as I do, Mr. Sourwine. 

Mr. Sourwrne. You do not, then, employ any lawyer? 

Mr. Wirt. No, I don’t. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Mr. Witt, pursuant to a telephone discussion be- 
tween us as to expediting the course of this hearing, you were fur- 
nished earlier with a memorandum. Do you have that memorandum 
with you? 

Mr. Wirr. Yes, Mr. Sourwine. If you refer to the memorandum 
I was furnished in the committee office downstairs earlier this aft- 
ernoon; yes, I have it. 

Mr. SourwIne. It is a memorandum of your affiliation with organ- 
izations cited as subversive by the Attorney General or by the House 
Committee on Un-American Activities, with references for the cita- 
tions, and it was indicated to you, at the time it was given to you, that 
you would be asked to state in what specific instances you question its 
accuracy. 

Mr. Wirt. This was given to me at approximately 1: 30 this after- 
noon in the committee office downstairs. 

Mr. Sourwine. Have you had time to look it over? 

Mr. Wirt. I have had some little time, Mr. Sourwine. 

Mr. Sourwine, Are there items on there which you wish to question 
with respect to accuracy or fact? 

Mr. Wirr. Mr. Sourwine, and Mr. Chairman, may I ask the chair- 
man a question before I answer Mr. Sourwine’s question ? 

The CuarrMAN. You can ask me the question; yes. 

Mr. Wirr. Mr. Chairman, may the record show what the reason 
is for my having been subpenaed in connection with this hearing? 

The CuarrmMan, That isa matter for the determination of the Chair. 
We are conducting an investigation. I don’t think it is proper for 
the Chair, the chairman of the committee, to refer to that in its 
investigation. 

Proceed, Mr. Sourwine. 

Mr. Wirt. May I say a word on that, Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuarrman, No, sir; I don’t care to hear you on that, sir. 

Proceed, Mr. Sourwine. 

Mr. Sourwine. The question was, Mr. Witt, whether there are any 
items on this memorandum with respect to which you want to make 
a contrary statement, or items which you want to ditive are inaccu- 
rate or unfactual. 

Mr. Wirr. Yes. And your adjectives don’t cover all the categories 
of the comments I have to make, Mr. Sourwine, but anyway I will 
go ahead and make my comments. 

Mr. Sourwine. I am attempting to determine whether your com- 
ments in regard to this are going to be lengthy. If they are, we 
will defer it until a little later on in the testimony. This was an 
effort to expedite things. If it is not going to expedite them. we had 
better get into another subject here. 

Mr. Witt. My comments won’t be lengthy, Mr. Sourwine. 

Mr. Sourwine. They will not be lengthy 

Mr. Wirt. Don’t be alarmed; no. I am anxious to get out as soon 
as I can this afternoon, as you know, pursuant to our telephone dis- 
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cussion. I have to get out to Chicago this afternoon, and I would 
like to get out as soon as possible, so I will make my comments as 
short as I can, but I do want to make my comments, if I may. 

Mr. SourwineE. Yes. And would you, in commenting on this memo- 
randum, please address yourself to items in order as they appear here, 
picking up the ones that you want to challenge. 

Mr. Wirr. Well, that is a little difficult, but I will do the best 
I can, Mr. Sourwine, to save time. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Very good. 

Mr. Wirr. Just let me say generally, since I was handed this only 
about an hour and a half ago and had no opportunity to refer to 
records in my possession, some of these items refer to alleged activ- 
ities of mine or affiliations of mine which took place as much as 20 
years ago. I have difficulty with some of them, but I will do the best 
I can. 

Taking them in order, as suggested by you, Mr. Sourwine, first 
this item to the effect that I was a signer of the freedom crusade 
petition issued by the Civil Rights Congress, January 17, 1949, at 
the present moment I have no recollection of that. 

I wouldn’t be surprised if I did, if I get what it was about from 
its title and the organization it was issued by. I probably wouldn’t 
have hesitated to sign it, but at the moment I have no recollection that 
I did. 

Second item refers to my being a member of the Citizens Committee 
for Harry Bridges. Of course, I think it is unfortunate, since Mr. 
Bridges has been involved in four cases in the past, he has been in- 
volved. he is now involved in a fifth, that this doesn’t refer to what 
this committee was for or what case it had reference to, but in any 
event I do have a recollection that I was at one time a member of 
some citizens committee for Harry Bridges, and the many attempts 
to persecute him. 

The next item refers to me as being a signer of a statement for the 
Council for Pan-American Democracy. I have no recollection of 
that. 

Shall I continue, Mr. Sourwine? 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes. 

Mr. Wirr. Oh, I thought you were busy up there. 

Next item refers to my membership in the International Juridical 
Association. I was a member of the International Juridical Associa- 
tion. 

The next item refers to my having been a member of the board of 
trustees of the Jefferson School of Social Science. That is an item 
on which I refuse to make any comment, Mr. Sourwine and Mr. 
Chairman. 

The next item refers to my having been counsel and a member of 
the executive committee of the National Federation for Constitutional 
Liberties. I was counsel, one of counsel of the NFCL, and a member 
of its executive committee. 

The next item refers to the fact that I have been a writer, or I was 
a writer for Science and Society in 1945. That is an item on which 
I refuse to make any comment. 

The CHarrman. For what reason ? 
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Mr. Wirr. The reason that I think it is an improper question to be 
posed by this committee, as I think these all are, Mr. Chairman, but 
[ am expediting proceedings and I am making a division in my mind. 

The CHarrman. I am instructing you and ordering you to answer 
that question. 

Mr. Wrrr. I refuse to answer it, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Daniet. Mr. Chairman, in order that the question might 
be specifically stated, the question with reference to this item would 
be whether or not he was a writer for Science and Society in 1945, 
a publication cited as subversive by the House Committee on Un- 
American Activities, and I ask that question, Mr. Chairman, if I may. 

Mr. Wirt. This is Mr. Daniel addressing the question to me? 

Senator Danie. Yes. 

Mr. Wrirr. First, Mr. Daniel, to the—my objection to it is on the 
ground that such a question violates my rights under the first amend- 
ment to the Constitution. As you know, Mr. Daniel, that amend- 
ment guarantees the right of free speech and free press, gene rally free 
thought; and the fact that I wrote for Science and Society or for any 
other public ation in America is an improper question to be put to me 
by acommittee of the United States Senate. 

Senator Danreu. Mr. Chairman, I ask that he be ordered to answer 
the question. Certainly, it is no violation of free speech to ask a man 
if he was a writer for a certain publication that claims the right of a 
free press. 

The CrarrmMan. Yes: you are ordered to answer the question. 

Mr. Wrrr. Mr. Daniel, addressing another lawyer, I want to ex- 
press my strongest disagreement with you. I think it is a violation 
of my rights under the fifth amendment for a committee of the United 
States Senate to ask me whether I ever wrote something, without even 
telling me what I wrote, or without describing the publication, except 
that some House committee once called it subversive—whatever that 
may mean. 

Senator Dantex. All I wanted to do was to know just exactly on 
what basis you refuse to answer whether you were a writer for this 
publication. 

Do you now claim the fifth amendment; that it might incriminate 
you if you gave a truthful answer to the question ? 

Mr. Wrrr. I would like a ruling from the Chair on my claim that 
the question itself put to me violates my rights under the first 
amendment. 

The CuatrmMan. The Chair overrules your objection and orders you 
to answer the question, Mr. Witt. You are ordered and instructed to 
answer the question. 

Mr. Wirr. All right. I disagree with that with greatest respect, 
Senator Eastland, but in order to save time I won’t argue it any fur- 
ther, and you leave me no alternative except to refuse to answer on the 
grounds that, under the fifth amendment, I have the right not to 
answer any—lI have the right not to be a witness against myself, even 
though it pertains to something I may have written. 

‘To continue—— 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Witt, may it be clear you are not being asked 
to comment upon every item here. You are only being asked to point 
out and mention those items which you wish to challenge. 

Mr. Wrrr. I understand. 
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Senator Danter. Mr. Chairman, we passed up one other; member 
of board of trustees, Jefferson School of Social Science, on which the 
witness refused to comment. I would like to ask whether or not the 
witness has been a member of the board of trustees, Jefferson School 
of Social Science, which was cited as subversive by the Attorney 
General. 

Mr. Wirt. I have the same objection to that, Mr. Daniel, as I had to 
the question rel ating to Science and Society. I think the question or 
the item violates my rights under the first amendment. 

Senator Dantet. Do you decline to answer under the fifth amend- 
ment ¢ 

The CuarrMan. I order you to answer the question. 

Mr. Wrrr. Will you rule on my objection on the first amendment ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. It is overruled, and you are ordered to an- 
swer the question. 

Mr. Wirt. In order to save time, then, Mr. Chairman and Mr. Sour- 
wine, when I finally refuse to answer after you overrule any objec- 
tion I may have under the first amendment, may it be understood that 
I am exercising my privilege not to be a witness against myself under 
the fifth amendment. 

Do you want me to repeat it, or may that be understood ? 

The Carman. Proceed, Mr. Sourwine. 

Mr. Wrrr. I will follow your suggestion, Mr. Sourwine, and com- 
ment on only those items which seem to me to require comment. 

I have no recollection of having been a lecturer at the School for 
Democracy. I may have been, but at the moment I have no recol- 
lection. 

I have no recollection of having been a sponsor of a May Day 
parade under the auspices of the National Council of Arts, Sciences, 
and Professions. 

I have no recollection of having signed a petition against the con- 
tempt conviction of lawyers who defended the 11 Communist leaders. 
but I would like to say for the record that if such a petition had been 
presented to me at the time, I would have considered it my duty as a 
lawyer to sign it. But as to the fact, I have no present recollection. 

I do recall writing an article for Social Work Today, defending 
loyalty cases and attacking investigating committees. I have con- 
tinued taking this position at all times since 1941, when I wrote that 
article. I do defend so-called loyalty cases. I do continue to attack 
investigating committees, in cluding this one. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Witt, to your knowledge, is the publication 
Social Work Today a publication which has been cited as subversive 
by the Attorney General or the House Committee on Un-American 
Activities? 

Mr. Wrrr. I have no sp ops. ‘e, Mr. Sourwine, and I made no par- 
ticular investigation. I don’t pay muc h attention to such citations 

Mr. Sovrwine. Why do you make a distinction between this pub sli - 
cation, your writing for which you are willing to admit, and the pub- 
lication Science and Society, your writing for which you did not desire 
to testify with regard to? 

Mr. Wirr. Because this sheet of yours tells me that Sciences and 
Society has been cited by the House Committee, while it doesn’t sav 
anything about a citation against Social Work Today. ; 
59886¢—55—pt. 9 —2 











752 STRATEGY AND TACTICS OF WORLD COMMUNISM 





Mr. Sourwtne. Thank you. 

Now, will you go ahead, please. 

Mr. Wirr. I have no recollection of having been an attorney, or 
the attorney in the case of Nancy Reed, who 1s referred to here as a 
Communist defendant before the New York State Labor Department 
in 1941. Of course, that item, Mr. Chairman, is completely inexplic- 
able to me. I am a member of the bar. I have the right to defend 
Communists, non-Communists, murderers, rapists. 

The CuatrmMan. Just answer his question. 

Mr. Wirt. I just don’t understand the question. 

In any event, I have no recollection of it, nor do I have any recol- 
lection of having been the attorney or an attorney for the Communist 
Party in Binghamton, N. Y., in 1947. 

Senator Danret. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question there? 

The Cuarrman. Proceed, Senator. 

Senator Danten. Do you state to this committee under oath that 
you were not attorney for the Communist Party in Binghamton, N. Y., 
in 1947? 

Mr. Wrrr. Senator Daniel, I thought I made myself clear, and that 
is not what Isaid. I said I had no recollection of it. 

Senator Danret. You have made yourself clear, but I am now ask- 
ing you this question: 

Do you say to the committee that you were not attorney for the 
Communist Party in Binghamton, N. Y., in 1947? 

Mr. Wrrr. Oh, no, I couldn’t say that in view of the fact I have 

already told you I have no recollection. Then how can I say to you 
affirm: atively that I didn’t represent them? 

Although, I will say again, Senator Daniel, that if in the course 
of my professional work I felt called upon to represent the Communist 
Party, I wouldn’t hesitate to do so. Let there be no misunderstand- 
ing about that. But just on the question of fact whether I did or 
didn’t, I have no recollection. 

Senator Dantet. Have you ever represented the Communist Party 
at any time? 

Mr. Wirr. I have no recollection that I did, officially. 

Senator Dantet. Officially ? 

Mr. Wirr. Officially, I mean, in the sense of having represented 
them in any trial or hearing on any proceeding. 

Senator Dante. Have you represented them in any capacity, the 
Communist Party? 

Mr. Wirt. I have no recollection that I have done so. I liave ad- 
vised individual Communists and individual Communist leaders from 
time to time about problems, but I have no recollection of having rep- 
resented the Communist Party, as such, in any kind of proceeding, 
judicial, administrative. 

Senator Danten. Have you ever advised officials of the Communist 
Party ? 

Mr. Wirt. I have, with respect to problems of one kind or another, 
and I will continue to do so, Senator Daniel. 

Senator Dantet. With respect to problems of the party itself? 

Mr. Wirt. No; I have no recollection of that. With respect to 
individual problems. I was counsel—let me say this—I was counsel 
for Irving Potash after his incarceration as a result of his conviction 
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in the first Communist trial in New York. I represented him while 
he was in Leavenworth Prison. That representation came about be- 
cause I then represented the union of which he was an official. 

Mr. Sourwine, do you want me to comment on this quotation from 
the testimony by Whittaker Chambers? 

Mr. Sourwine. Only if you wish to deny it, sir, or declare that it 
is in some respect factually inaccurate. 

Mr. Wirr. Senator Eastland, would you bear with me a moment 
on this? 

The Cuarrman. I just want you to answer the question. 

Mr. Wirr. Yes; I am going to try to answer it. 

The CHatrmMan. All right. 

Mr. Wirr. But it may take me more than a sentence or two in this 
case. And the reason is, Senator Eastland, that my experience with 
this committee, not under your chairmanship; understand, Senator 
Eastland, but with this committee first under the chairmanship of 
the late 

The CuHarrmMan. Wait just a minute. I don’t care to hear that. 

Mr. Wirt. Won’t you hear the end of my sentence, Senator East- 
land? Will you bear with me just a moment? 2 


The Cuamman. Do you desire to comment on that testimony of 
Mr. Chambers? 

Mr. Wirt. Yes, I do. 

The Cuarrman, All right, then comment. 

Mr. Wirt. I am not interested in criticizing this committee, Senator 

Sastland. Iam interested in protecting myself and protecting myself 
agaiast what this committee has already done to me, Senator East- 
land, and you are compounding the improper procedure which this 
committee has pursued since 1950. 

The Cuarrman. Nowif you desire to comment, you will be permitted 
to do so. 

Mr. Wrrr. If you will permit me, my comment on this, Senator East- 
land, is, first, that since I wasn’t given this until this afternoon, I 
have no way of checking up on this uotation. But what lam trying to 
say, Senator Eastland, if you will bear with me as one lawyer to 
another for just 2 minutes 

The Cuarrman. No,sir. You stated that you had no way of check- 
ing the information. Your statement is that you don’t know whether 
that testimony is accurate or not; is that correct ? 

Mr. Wirt. No. [havenocommentonit. Itisa quotation. 

The Cuarrman. Well, is it correct? Did Mr. Chambers tell the 
truth there? 

Mr. Wirr. Well, Senator Eastland, I must say something before I 
answer that in this way. This statement has apparently been edited. 
That is what I am trying to tell you, Senator Eastland. I think you 
ought to be interested in ‘that. 

The Cuamman. All right, are those statements there true or false ? 
Now you can answer that in one word and then explain. 

Mr. Wirt. All right, sir, thank you very much. I think that may 
take care of my sroblem. Although, as I say, I can’t recall this 
specific testimony by Whittaker Chambers, given almost 7 years ago, 
it has been edited in such a way as to give rise to the implication that 
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Whittaker Chambers then testified that he knew me as a person who 
had been engaged in espionage. 

Now first let me say, Senator Eastland, whether that implication 
is contained in this quotation, Mr. Whittaker Chambers’ testimony as 
a whole, or the testimony of anybody else in part or in whole, that 
any testimony that I have ever engaged in espionage either when I 
was a Government official or since is entirely false. 

The CHamman. You stated “as a Government official.” What 
places have you held with the American Government? 

Mr. Wirr. Well, we are coming to that. 

The CHarrMan. Tam asking you the question now, sir. 

Mr. Wirr. You want it now. I was an attorney in the Department 
of Agriculture in 1933 until early 1934. Beginning early in 1934 I 
was an attorney on the staff of what we referred to, as you recall, 
Senator Eastland, as the old National Labor Relations Board, to 
distinguish it from the NLRB which was set up under the Wagner 
Act. 

In 1934 that was the NLRB which was set up under Public Resolu- 
tion No. 44 passed pursuant to the framework of the National Indus- 
trial Recovery Act. 

I was on the staff of the old NLRB until the Wagner Act was passed 
. July 1935, July 5, 1935, when I became an attorney on the staff 

the new NLRB set up under the Wagner Act. 

‘Tn December 1935 I became the Assistant General Counsel of the 

NLRB. 

In November 1937 I became the Secretary of the NLRB, and I re- 
mained in that post—at least I remained on the payroll although I 
severed my actual connections somewhat earlier—until the end of 1940. 
That is my experience with the Government, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Now at any time during that period were you at 

the head of an underground Communist group whose original purpose 
was Communist infiltration of the American Government ? 

Mr. Wrrr. Senator Eastland, as I have already tried to tell you, at 
no time in my life, either before I was in the Government, while I was 
in the Government, since I have been in the Government, have I been 
engaged in espionage, and I would deny that no matter if you brought 
10 or 50 witnesses, and despite the dangers in America today of denying 
such allegations. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Witt, you are a lawyer. Are you aware that 
the question a whether you were engaged in espionage is a legal con- 
clusion, and what the Senator is asking you are facts? 

Mr. Wirt. Break it down, Mr. Sourwine. Break it down any way 
you want. Now, Mr. Sourwine, that is why I refrained to tell Senator 
Eastland—— 

The CuatrMan. Wait just a minute. 

Mr. Wirr. Because he is unfamiliar with it, but you, Mr. Sourwine, 
were in Salt Lake City when Senator McCarran conducted his hearings 
in October 1952. You were there when J. B. Matthews testified be- 
fore this siaiidiege that there had been testimony before a congres- 
sional committee that I had engaged in espionage. 





1 The full text of the paragraphs of Chambers’ testimony which were referred to in the 
committee document appears at p. 763. 
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And when I appeared before Senator McCarran, neither you nor 
Senator McCarran gave me an opportunity to deny it or to demand 
that J. B. Matthews point out to the committee where there had been 
such testimony. 

When I appeared before this committee in May of 1953, Mr. Sour- 
wine, you weren’t present, but Mr. Mandel was present and Robert 
Morris was then counsel to this committee, and the same question was 
raised and I asked Senator Jenner for a ruling on this question. He 
said he would take it under advisement ; he would let me have a ruling. 
] never got a ruling. 

At the time I appeared, Senator Eastland—I will be done just with 
this one comment. This committee issued a press release saying that 
Elizabeth Bentley had accused me of having been engaged in espio- 
nage, and when I took that up with the New York Herald Tribune, 
the New York Herald Tribune secured a correction from this com- 
mittee and I wrote Robert Morris, counsel for this committee, asking 
him to make that part of the record of this committee, and that hasn’t 
been done. And I think you have gone far enough with this, Mr. 
Sourwine, and Chairman Eastland. Ihave had enough of it, 

The Cuatrman. I think we have gone far enough with this pro- 
ceeding. Are you now a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Wirr. First, Senator Eastland, I think the question is imma- 
terial and improper because, from what I understand, I am here today 
under subpena of this committee because of my professional work as 
counsel for Clinton Jencks who is attempting to secure justice in the 
Federal court in El Paso. 

The CHatrMAN. Answer the question. 

Mr. Wrrr. I think the question is improper because it violates my 
oath as a lawyer to represent my clients, and you are trying to make it 
difficult, Senator Eastland, and I think you asa lawyer should appre- 
ciate that. 

The Cuatrman. You know very well, Mr. Witt, that whether you 
are a member of the Communist Party or not has not anything to do 
with obligation that you might owe clients. I ask you this question. 

Are you now a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Wirr. Oh, Senator Eastland, perhaps you could make that las 
comment if T hadn’t been in E] Paso as counsel for Clinton Jencks. 

The Cuarrman. Answer my question, please, sir. 

Mr. Wirr. You know, Senator Eastland, I am here today because I 
am counsel for Clinton E. Jencks. 

The Cuarrman. Answer my question, sir. 

Mr. Wirr. And I spent all these months 

The Cuarrman. Answer my question. 

Mr. Wrrr (continuing). As a lawyer to secure justice for my client 
pursuant to my oath as a lawyer, Senator Eastland. 

The CHatrman. Answer my question. 

Mr. Wirr. And I think your question is ir mproper as a violation of 
the r ight which American lawyers have to practice their profession as 
long as they don’t violate the I: aw. 

The Cuatrman. Answer the question. Are you now a member of 
the Communist Party U. S. A.? 

Mr. Wirr. Will you give me a ruling on my first objection, Mr. 
Chairman? 
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The CHarrmMan. Well, I overrule your objection. 

Mr. Wrrr. All right, sir. 

The Cuamman. I order you to answer the question. 

Mr. Wrrr. I think it is unfortunate that you as a lawyer don’t ap- 
preciate the position I am in, Senator Eastland. 

The Cuarr ' 1n. Answer the question, please, sir. 

Mr. Wrrr. I don’t know whether you have ever been in the posi- 
tion of trying to secure justice for a client of yours as a lawyer. 

The Cuarman. Answer the question, please, sir. 

Mr. Wirr. And you know—— 

The CHatrman. Answer the question, please, sir. 

Mr. Wrrr. An American lawyer has no higher responsibility than 
trying to secure justice for his client. 

The CuarrmMan. What are you afraid of? 

Mr. Wirr. Iam afraid of nothing. I am certainly not afraid of this 
committee. I am certainly not afraid of my responsibilities as a 
lawyer. 

The CuatrMan. Well, answer the question. 

Mr. Wrrr. I am certainly not afraid of my position as an American 
brought up under the Constitution and the first amendment, and on 
my responsibilities as a member of the bar. 

The CHatrMan. Are you afraid of the position that you betrayed 
your country now? Are you afraid to answer the question ? 

Mr. Wirr. Senator Eastland, I resent that with all my heart. 

The CuatrMan. I know you resent it. 

Mr. Wirr. I have not betrayed my country, I am not betraying my 
country by representing my client, and I don’t intend to betray my 
country, and if you want a debate as to whether you or I have been 
more guilty of betraying this country, Senator Eastland, in an open 
forum where neither of us are under subpena, I would be delighted to 
debate that with you on the basis of your record as against my record. 
Don’t you say that again, Senator Eastland, under the protection of 
your prerogative as chairman of this committee. Don’t you tell me 
again I betrayed my country. 

The Cuamrman. Yes, you betrayed your country if you are a member 
of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Wirr. Well, you don’t know that. You didn’t say that before, 
and furthermore—— 

The Cuarrman. Any American citizen would be glad to answer 
that question. 

Mr. Wrrr. I think you violate your oath as a Senator in this con- 
text to say that to a witness who is here under a subpena. 

The CuarrmMan. I would be glad to state whether or not I was a 
Communist. I would be glad to state that I was not an agent of the 
Soviet Government. Now you answer the question. 

Mr. Wrirr. Which question are you asking me now, Senator East- 
land ? 

The Cuamman. You know the question. 

Mr. Wrrr. You just said you would be glad to answer that you are 
not an agent of the Soviet Government. Do you want me to answer 
that question ? 

The Cuamman. I asked you the question if you were a member or 
are now a member of the Communist Party, U. S. A.? 
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Mr. Wirr. Senator Eastland, in the course of asking that you said 
to me th: it you would be glad to state—— 

The Cuatrman. I don’t care to hear th: at. 

Mr. Wirr (continuing). You are not an agent of the Soviet Govern- 
ment. SoamI. Iam not an agent of any foreign government. I 
am not an agent of the Soviet Government. I am not an agent of 
Chiang Kai-shek. I am not an agent of Peron. I am not an agent 
of Franco and I certainly was not an agent of Hitler’s. Iam an agent 
for my rights as an American citizen and in my professional capacity 
I am an agent for my clients. 

The CuarrMan. Read him the question. 

(‘The reporter read back the question.) 

Mr. Wirr. You overruled my first objection, Senator Eastland. 
My second objection—— 

The Cuarrman. Answer that question, please, sir. 

Mr. Wirr. I have another objection if you please, sir. My next 
objection is that the question violates my rights under the first amend- 
ment. 

The CuHatrmMan. That is overruled. You are ordered to answer. 

Mr. Wirt. Then, Senator Eastland, I have no alternative except 
to refuse to answer the question on the grounds that under the fifth 
amendment I may not be compelled to be a witness against myself. 

The Cuatrman. Now proceed, Mr. Sourwine. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Witt, may I ask that in proceeding you confine 
yourself to comments concerning items on here which you wish to 
challenge factually or with respect to their accuracy. 

Senator Dante. Mr. Chairman, before we leave this item No. 14, I 
would like to ask the witness this question, whether or not——— 

Mr. Wrrr. Excuse me, Senator Daniel, my sheet doesn’t show the 
number to be itemized. You are talking about the Whittaker Cham- 
bers testimony ? 

Senator Dantet. I have simply numbered them myself. This is 
under Whittaker Chambers’ testimony. You were not asked to say 
whether or not Whittaker Chambers testified to this quotation, but I 
want to ask you this question, and that is the question Mr. Sourwine 
wanted your comment on, and that is whether or not you were a mem- 
ber of the top-level group of seven or so men, and whether or not vou 
were the head of that group whose purpose was the infiltration, the 
Communist infiltration of the American Gore: nnment ? 

Mr. Wirr. You are not now asking me, Senator Daniel, whether 
Whittaker Chambers gave that testimony. 

Senator Danters. That’s right. I am just asking you whether or 
not at any time in your life you were either a member or the head of 
a top level group whose purpose, original purpose, was Communist 
infiltration of the American Government. 

Mr. Wrrr. Mr. Chairman, may I make the same objection, first as 
to—there is so much noise here. May I make the first objection first 
as to materiality ? 

The CHarrman. It is overruled. Answer the question. 

Mr. Wirr. May I then make the same objection under the first 
amendment ? 

The Cuamman. That is overruled. 

Mr. os irr. Then I refuse to answer on the same ground I have 
taken before. 
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Senator Danrex. You refuse to answer on what ground ? 


Mr. Wirr. Don’t you know the ground I have been stating, Senator 


Daniel ? 

Senator Danrex. I want you to state it for the record, sir. 

Mr. Wirr. Oh, you do. It is in the record. 

Senator Danre:. Anyone who will not state whether or not he was 
a member of a top level group with the original purpose of infiltrating 
with communism in the American Government—I would like for 
vou to state the reason why you will not tell this committee whether 
that is true or false. 

Mr. Wirr. I understand you do, but I thought I had already stated 
it, but if you want me to go through it again I will be happy to say I 
refuse to answer on the grounds 

Senator Danimt. A little louder. 

Mr. Wrrr. Well, there isso much noise outside. 

Senator Danrex. Yes. 

fr. Wrrr. I refuse to answer that question, Senator Daniel, on the 
ground that under the fifth amendment I may not be compelled to be 
a Witness against myself. 

Senator Danie. Thank you. 

Mr. Wirr. But again, Senator Daniel, I will try not to repeat it but 
I want the record to be very clear, if that kind of language has any 
reference to espionage e ‘ither from the legal point of view or : Mr. Sour- 
wine thinks it has some other meaning, my answer to it is no. Let 
there be no doubt about that. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are there any other items here that you wish to 

challenge factually ¢ 

Mr. Wrrr. The next item I can’t comment on. If a certain person 
by the name of Louis Budenz says he once heard my name mentioned 
some place when I wasn’t present, I don’t understand what comment 
you want from me. 

Mr. Sourwrne. I didn’t ask you for a comment, sir, except on such 
items as you desire to challenge the factual accuracy of. 

Mr. Wirr. 1 am sorry, I thought you said the next item. Well, 
let it be understood, like the next item also, Mr. Sourwine, where | 
would have no way of knowing, I can’t comment one way or the other, 
like the first item on top of the second page. 

Then the next item is—it doesn’t say whether I was or am, but it 
simply states “attorney for International Union of Mine, Mill and 
a Workers.” That is true. I have been and I am now the attor- 

ey or the general counsel for the International Union of Mine, Mill 
a Smelter Workers. 

Mr. Sourwine. You have been such since early 1941 except for a 
short period during the war? 

Mr. Wrrr. That’s right, Mr. Sourwine. 

Mr. Sourwine. Go ahead. 

Mr. Wrrr. Now the next item states that my former name was Wit- 
kowsky. Now, Chairman Eastland, as I have indicated, I have diffi- 
or : ith some of these other items, but this one gives me a peculiar 
difficulty. 





l take it from what this committee is doing and from these other 
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these items are supposed gener ally to indicate my “sub- 
versive” affiliations and activities even though they are my regular 


items, that 
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legal activities, but this item standing without more, Chairman East- 
land, does give rise to a peculiar resentment on my part having noth- 
ing to do with the definition of subversive activities. 

Mr. Sourwine. I will explain it for you, Mr. Witt. The whole 
purpose is to identify you, if it is true, as the same man as one Wit- 
kowsky. The syllables in the name have no meaning. The name, if 
you were supposed to be the same as one Kelly or one O’Shonessay or 
one Sourwine under similar circumstances, you would be asked about 
that name. It is simply a name which, according to the committee’s 
information, you at one time used, and if you desire to deny that that 
is true, please do so. If not, there is no other comment called for. 

Mr. Wirr. Well, especially in view of that comment, Mr. Sourwine, 
if the committee has this information, I assume that the committee’s 
research director prepared this, perhaps you have, the committee 
would know if it were doing its job accurately in this respect, that 
this is my family name which was changed when I was a minor. 

A congressional committee once dealt with this subject when I was 
with the Government. Unfortunately I let it pass at that time. I| 
am not disposed to let it pass today. 

If Mr. Mandel prepared this sheet, whoever it is on the committee 
staff who prepared this sheet should know, should know from records 
of a congressional hearing, that this was my father’s name, that. it 
was my name as a boy, and it was legally changed while I was a minor. 
And I say, Senator Eastland—— 

The Cuarrman. You have answered the question. 

Mr. Sourwrine. Let me ask you this question—— 

Mr. Wrrr. Senator Eastland 

The Cuairman. Wait just a minute please, sir. 

Mr. Wirr. That was preliminary to asking that this item be with- 
drawn. 

The Cuamman. Proceed, Mr. Sourwine. 

Mr. Wirt. I respectfully request that this item be withdrawn. 

The CuamrMan. Proceed, Mr. Sourwine. 

Mr. Wirr. Chairman Eastland, I respectfully request that this item 
be withdrawn. I think it is an insult to me, it is an insult to my 
people. 

The CuarrmMan. Proceed, Mr. Sourwine. 

Mr. Wrrr. And it has absolutely no relevance and it does carry 
anti-Semitic overtones, Chairman Eastland. 

The Cuarrman. It doesn’t carry any such thing, but it raises a 
question in my mind as to what you fear from an investigation. Now 
proceed, Mr. Sourwine. 

Mr. Sourwine. Let me ask you this question 

Mr. Wirr. I fear nothing. Chairman Eastland- 

The Ciuarrman. Wait just a minute. 

Mr. Wirr. I think you should explain yourself, Chairman Fast- 
land. Ihave nothing to fear from an investigation of my family or 
my hame. 

The Carman. Then cooperate with the committee. 

Mr. Wirr. Well, then you cooperate with me in obeying the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 

The CuarrMaNn. I am not going to cooperate with a Communist. 
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Mr. Wirt. I say an item like this is disgracefully violative of the 
whole meaning and spirit of our Constitution, Senator Eastland. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. Proceed, Mr. Sourwine. 

Mr. Sourwitne. May I respectfully ask the Chair to instruct the 
reporter not to take down anything said by anyone in the room after 
the gavel falls, until the chairman instructs someone to proceed. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Mr. Witness, after you attained your majority did 
you ever use the name ee 

Mr. Wrrr. It is clear from what I said, Mr. Sourwine, that if my 
family name were changed when I was a minor, of course, I did not. 

Mr. Sourwine. Just answer the question, sir. After you attained 
your majority did you ever use the name Witkowsky ? 

Mr. Wirr. Our family name, I believe, was changed in 1919 by my 
father when I was 16 years old. Since that time I have always used 
my present name, Nathan Witt. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Would you just answer the question, Mr. Witt? 
Since you attained your majority, have you ever used the name 
Witkowsky ? 

Mr. Wrrrt. I have not. 

Mr. Sourwine. Proceed. Are there any other items on here that 
you wish to deny or challenge the factual accuracy of ? 

Mr. Wrrr. I have no recollection about being asked about those 
people named in the next item before the House Un-American 
Activities Committee. 

As to the next item, I do recollect representing Helen Miller. I 
wouldn’t know what the item relating to the International Fur and 
Leather Workers Union in 1947 refers to, because my firm was then 
general counsel to the union. I don’t know the significance of 
September 1947. 

I did appear as counsel for Mr. Flaxer because I was general counsel 
for his union at that time in 1948, and again as to this item that I 
defended the Communist Party in a suit to bar from the ballot in 
1946, I have no recollection of that, especially since it doesn’t give the 
State or what the occasion was or anything else. 

Then the next item, “Defended Communist-controlled United Fed- 
eral Workers in 1941”; well, I was counsel for the United Federal 
Workers in 1941. Now you want me to review that summary of 
my Government history, Mr. Sourwine? 

Mr. Sourwine. Not unless there is something there that you desire 
to challenge, sir. 

Mr. Wirt. All that seems to me to be accurate, Mr. Sourwine. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, I will state that this two-page memo- 
randum was prepared under my direction from official sources 
available to the committee from research by the committee. I ask 
that it be inserted in the record at this point as a memorandum con- 
cerning which Mr. Witt has now testified. 

Mr. Wrrr. We haven’t finished it, Mr. Sourwine. 

Mr. Sourwrne. I thought you had just stated there were no other 
items on which you cared to comment. 

Mr. Wrrr. Oh, no; I thought we were talking about that section 
digesting testimony before the House Un-American Activities Com- 
mittee. I have 1 or 2 other comments on the rest of it. 
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Mr. Sourwine. So as to save time with the request that it now be 
inserted in the record, will the Chair order that? 
The CuHarrMaNn, Yes, it is inserted. 
(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 48” and 
appears below :) 
ExuHIsIT No. 48 


NATHAN WITT 


Signer, Freedom Crusade petition issued by the Civil Rights Congress, 
January 17, 1949 (Civil Rights Congress cited as subversive by the Attorney 
General, December 4, 1947, and September 21, 1948). 

Member, Citizens Committee for Harry Bridges (booklet) (cited as subversive 
by the Attorney General, April 27, 1949.) 

Signer of statement for Council for Pan-American Democracy (booklet) 
(cited as subversive by the Attorney General, April 1, 1954.) 

Member, International Juridical Association (letterhead, May 18, 1942) (cited 
as subversive by the House Committee on Un-American Activities, March 29, 
1944). 

Member, board of trustees, Jefferson School of Social Science (catalog, 1948- 
49) (cited as subversive by the Attorney General, December 4, 1947). 

Counsel and member of executive committee, National Federation for Con- 
stitutional Liberties (letter, April 14, 1946, and program of meeting, April 19-20, 
1940) (cited as subversive by the Attorney General, December 4, 1947, and Sep- 
tember 21, 1948), 

Writer for Science and Society, 1945 (a publication cited as subversive by the 
House Committee on Un-American Activities, March 29, 1944). 

Member, board of directors, New York Conference for Inalienable Rights 
(letter November 25, 1941) (cited as subversive by the House Committee on 
Un-American Activities, March 29, 1944). 

Lecturer, School for Democracy (catalog, January 1942) (cited as subversive 
by the House Committee on Un-American Activities, March 29, 1944). 

Sponsor, May Day parade under the auspices of the National Council of the 
Arts, Sciences, and Professions (Daily Worker, April 30, 1948, p. 5) (National 
Council of the Arts, Sciences, and Professions has been cited as subversive by 
the House Committee on Un-American Activities, April 19, 1949). 

Signer of petition against contempt conviction of lawyers who defended 11 
Communist leaders (Daily Worker, November 2, 1949). 

Writer of article in Social Work Today for December 1941, defending loyalty 
cases and attacking investigating committees, 

Attorney in the case of Nancy Reed, a Communist defendant, before the New 
York State Labor Department in 1941. 

Attorney for the Communist Party in Binghamton, N. Y. in 1947. 

Testimony by Whittaker Chambers on August 3, 1948, before the House Com- 
mittee on Un-American Activities: 

“For a number of years I had myself served in the underground, chiefly in 
Washington, D. C. * * * It was an underground organization of the United 
States Communist Party. * * * I knew it at its top level, a group of seven or so 
men. * * * The head of the underground group at the time I knew it was Nathan 
Witt. * * * Its original purpose was the Communist infiltration of the American 
Government” (p. 565). 

Testimony of Louis F. Budenz on August 24, 1948, before the House Committee 
on Un-American Activities: 

“T have never met him (Nathan Witt), but I have heard his name repeatedly 
mentioned in the political committee and national headquarters. * * * I know 
that he was a member of the party. * * * 

“Mr. Striping. When you were the managing editor of the Daily Worker, and 
located at party headquarters, you were given to understand by conversations 
that you had with party functionaries that Nathan Witt was a Communist Party 
member? 

“Mr. BupEeNnz. Yes, sir (p. 1036).” 

His name was found in the telephone finder of the Communist Party headquar- 
ters, Washington, D. C., on October 3, 1948. 

Attorney for International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers. Note 
that cases involving this union came before the NLRB when he was connected 
with that agency. 
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Former name, Witkowsky (HUAC, 2924). 

Declines to answer knowing Katherine Wills, Solomon Adler, Abraham George 
Silverman, Harry Dexter White, Harold Glasser (HUAC, 2932, 2933) 

Defended the following Government employees in cases involving loyalty: 
Helen Miller, United States Labor Department, 1941. Also defended: Interna- 
tional Fur and Leather Workers Union, September 1947 (Communist controlled) ; 
appeared as counsel for Abram Flaxer, president, State, Council [County], and 
Municipal Workers, later United Public Workers (Communist controlled) before 
House Labor Committee in 1948; defended Communist Party in suit to bar the 
party from the ballot in 1946. 

Defended Communist-controlled United Federal Workers in 1941. 


Government employment 
Attorney, Department of Agriculture, National Labor Relations Board. 


Digest of testimony before HUAC, August 20, 1948 

1. Law partner of Harold Cammer. 

2. Home address: 160 West 77th Street; office: 9 East 40th Street, New York 
City. 

3. Attorney, Agricultural Adjustment Administration, July-August 1933-Feb- 
ruary 1934; legal staff, National Labor Relations Board, February 1934-Decem- 
ber 1940; Assistant General Counsel, NLRB, December 1935—November 1937; 
Secretary, NLRB, November 1937—December 1940, resigned. 

4. Graduate, Harvard Law School, June 1982. 

5. Recommended to AAA by Lee Pressman, 

6. Refuses to answer regarding being in the same office with Alger Hiss on 
grounds of the first and sixth amendments, also that committee is illegally con- 
stituted and has no jurisdiction. Also under fifth amendment. 

7. Declines to answer as to same office with Lee Pressman on same grounds. 
Admits knowing Lee Pressman. Declines to answer on same grounds knowing 
Harold Ware, Alger Hiss, Whittaker Chambers, Victor Perlo, Charles Kramer, 
Earl Browder, Gerhart BHisler, Henry Collins, Donald Hiss, J. Peters, and as to 
his membership in the Communist Party now or ever. 

Testimony before Senate Internal Security Subcommittee, Government hearings, 
May 26, 19538 

May 26, 1953, pleads fifth amendment regarding membership in the Harold 
Ware cell of the Communist Party, page 623. 

Denied membership in the Communist Party before the Howard Smith com- 


mittee in 1940, page 630. 
Refuses to answer regarding meetings with Communist leaders Earl Browder, 


Israel Amter, and Harry Bridges, page 630. 

Civil-service record, page 636. 

Testimony before the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee on Mine, Mill, and 
Smelter Workers, October 6-9, 1952 

Declines to answer regarding knowledge of Whittaker Chambers’ espionage 
activities, page 117. 

Declines to answer re dealings with Lee Pressman, pages 118, 119. 

Mr. Sourwine. Go ahead, Mr. Witt. 

Mr. Wirr. I have no other comment with respect to the rest of it 
except to make the most serious and solemn objection, Mr. Chairman, 
to the fact that this whole document is so very carefully edited, and 
just this one example from the hearing record of this committee 

You take that section relating to my testimony before this com- 
mittee on May 26, 1953. That testimony has been carefully gone over 
and carefully culled for these items. I have particular ‘objection 
with this objection I hope I will be done unless the committee has 
some more questions—to the fact that although Senator Jenner 
was kind enough on that occasion to permit me to make part of the 
record of that hearing material relating to my service for the United 
States Government, particularly in the form of letters from members 
of the NLRB under whom I served, which material begins at page 
638 of that transcript of my testimony, particularly because of Sen- 
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ator Jenner’s kindness I am somewhat shocked that Mr. Sourwine, 
if it was he, edited out from these hearings just these few items which 
give such a distorted picture of my Government history. 

The CuatirMan. Proceed, Mr. Sourwine. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, there was an early challenge with 
regard to alleged editing of the testimony of Whittaker Chambers. 
1 should like to ask that two contiguous paragraphs of Mr. Chambers’ 
testimony which embody all of the material in the question asked of 
Mr. Witt, these paragraphs being the ones I have marked appearing 
on page 565 of the hearings before the Committee on Un-American 
Activities of the House of Representatives, which I now hand to the 
chairman, may be ordered inserted in the record. 

The CuairMan. It is ordered inserted in the record. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit 49° and appears 
below :) 

Exuipit No. 49 


I had sound reason for supposing that the Communists might try to kill me. 
For a number of years I had myself served in the underground, chiefly in Wash 
ington, D. C. The heart of my report to the United States Government consisted 
of a description of the apparatus to which I was attached. It was an under 
ground organization of the United States Communist Party developed to the 
best of my knowledge, by Harold Ware, one of the sons of the Communist leader 
known as Mother Bloor. I knew it at its top level, a group of seven or so men, 
from among whom in later years certain members of Miss Bentley’s organiza- 
tion were apparently recruited. The head of the underground group at the 
time I knew it was Nathan Witt, an attorney for the National Labor Relations 
Board. Later, John Abt becanie the leader. Lee Pressman was also a member 
of this group, as was Alger Hiss, who, as a member of the State Department, 
later organized the conferences at Dumbarton Oaks, San Francisco, and the 
United States side of the Yalta Conference. 

The purpose of this group at that time was not primarily espionage. Its 
original purpose was the Communist infiltration of the American Government 
But espionage was certainly one of its eventual objectives. Let no one be sur 
prised at this statement. Disloyalty is a matter of principle with every member 
of the Communist Party. The Communist Party exists for the specific purpose 
of overthrowing the Government, at the opportune time, by any and all means: 
and each of its members, by the fact that he is a member, is dedicated to this 
purpose. 

(Hearings Regarding Communist Espionage in the United States Govern- 
ment—hearings before the Committee on Un-American Activities, House of Repre 
sentatives, SOth Cong., 2d sess., p. 565.) 


Mr. Wirt. Of course, Mr. Chairman, that cloesn’t correct the fact 
that the excerpt which already appears on this sheet shows on its face 
that it has been edited. 

Mr. Sourwine. It does show that, but the record will permit any 
reader to compare them to see in the editing if it was in any way 
unfair. 

Mr. Wrrr. If I write a letter to the committee this time. it will 
be made a part of the record the way my letter to Mr. Morris was not 
made part of the record. 

Mr. Sourwine. It might depend on what you said in the letter or 
whether or not it was in affidavit form. Your testimony here is under 
oath. J propose to ask you a number of questions having to do with 
your connection with Harvey Matusow. If you will consent, I will 
ask these in the for m of leading questions. I think we can cover much 
more territory that way. 


Mr. Wirr. I will be very happy to. 
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Mr. Sourwine. In asking these questions, what I want to know from 
you, is: Is it true what I state? If I cover too much ground, if I 
make an inaccurate statement, please correct me. 

Mr. Wirt. All right. 

May I explain to you what I am holding in my hand. Also, I think 
it is something that will help us expedite this hearing, Mr. Sourwine. 

This is a transcript of testimony already given in connection with 
this, what I will call the Matusow matter. I hold it in my hand for 
refreshment of recollection, if the occasion arises. 

Mr. Sourwine. Where did you get that testimony? 

Mr. Wirr. Strange to say, this is testimony I gave before the grand 
jury sitting in the southern district of New York. But it became 
public the course of the hearing on the motion for a new trial for m 
client, Clinton Jencks, in E] Paso, and this is a transcript of the testi- 
mony from the El Paso court. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you offering that for the record? 

Mr. Wirr. No. 

Mr. Sourwine. Or merely asking to hold it in your hands? 

Mr. Wirt. Right; so you understand what I am referring to. 

Mr. Sourwrne. You became aware of the possibility of a recanta- 
tion by Mr. Matusow of his earlier testimony when Bishop Oxnam 
made his speech and referred to that subject in June of 1954? 

Mr. Wirt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. You thereafter followed closely the developments 
in the Matusow case and told Rod Holmgren, publicity director of 
Mine and Mill, to do so? 

Mr. Wirr. Well, that is a little too general. Just a word on that. 
You say the Matusow case. I followed closely any developments re- 
lating to a possible recantation on Mr. Matusow’s part, and I did work 
with Mr. Rod Holmgren, of the Mine, Mill staff, in that connection. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was it he, Mr. Holmgren, or you who wrote Mr. 
Bishop Oxnam in July 1954 requesting that information ? 

Mr. Wrrr. It was Mr. Holmgren. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did Bishop Oxnam supply you that information on 
August 27 and September 28, 1954, in regard to his two conferences 
with Matusow ? 

Mr. Wirr. He did. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, was it you or Mr. Holmgren who contacted 
Mr. Brown? 

Mr. Wirt. I don’t think it was either of us. I know I didn’t, and I 
don’t think Mr. Holmgren did. 

Mr. Sourwine. I will put these questions in the affirmative. Did 
either you or Mr. Holmgren contact Senator Mansfield about any 
contact with Mr. Matusow ? 

Mr. Wirr. I think neither of us; all that happened in that connec- 
tion is that I happened to be in Butte, Mont., on Wednesday, September 
22, 1954, when I met Mr. Mansfield’s administrative assistant on the 
street, and I talked to him about a visit that Mr. Matusow had paid 
to him. I think his name is Jim Sullivan, isn’t it, Mr. Mansfield’s 
administrative assistant ? 

Mr. Sourwiye. Was contact made by you or on your behalf or on 
behalf of Mine, Mill, with Senator Murray or his office about a contact 
with Mr. Matusow ? 
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Mr. Wirr. It was not made by me. It was made by Mine, Mill staff 
members in Montana, not with Senator Murray but with Senator Mur- 
ray’s assistant, his son, Charles Murray. 

Mr. Sourwine. And was similar contact made with Carey Mc- 
Williams? 

Mr. Wirr. I made that contact myself. 

Mr. Sourwine. With Charles Brannan? 

Mr. Wrrr. Charles Brannan; you mean general counsel for the 
Farmers’ Union? 

Mr. Sourwine. The former Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. Wirr. No; I think Mr. Holmgren tried to make contact with 
him. I don’t think he ever succeeded. 

Mr. Sourwine. With Martin Solow? 

Mr. Wirr. I recently discovered—I didn’t know at the time—that 
Mr. Holmgren had some correspondence with Mr. Martin Solow. 

Mr. Sourwine. With Miriam Kolkin? 

Mr. Wirt. I would gave the same answers as I did with respect to 
Solow, except that I lid know at the time that I was having cor- 
respondence with Miss Kolkin. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Will you identify for the record Martin Solow and 
Miriam Kolkin? 

Mr. Wirt. Martin Solow is on the staff of the Nation, the publica- 
tion which is edited by Carey McWilliams, and Miss Kolkin was—I 
don’t think she is a member any longer—a member of the staff of 
Federated Press. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Was similar contact made with various news- 
papermen ? 

Mr. Wirr. Yes. Not many, but some newspapers. 

Mr. Sourwine. All as a part of what you have stated was your 
desire at this time to keep in close touch with any developments bear- 
ing on possible recantation by Matusow of his prior testimony ? 

Mr. Wirt. Right. That was during the period—it is important for 
my Parone Mr. Sourwine, to fix it—during the period from the time 
Bishop Oxnam made his first speech, until late in October 1954. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Now, you had in mind then, that is during this 
period, an affidavit in support of a motion for a new trial? 

Mr. Wirr. Yes; I had in mind a motion for a new trial to be sup- 
ported by an affidavit, either an affidavit from Matusow or, if we 
couldn’t get that, materials supporting the motion for a new trial in 
the absence of an affidavit. 

Mr. Sourwrng. Is it true that on September 13 or September 14, 
1954, you talked with John T. McTernan, an attorney associated with 
you in the defense of Clinton Jencks in the original trial in E] Paso, 
talking. with him about the possibility of Harvey Matusow writing 
a ? 

Mr. Wirt. I would like to correct that to this extent with respect to 
the last few words you used, Mr. Sourwine. 

Iam sorry, it slipped my mind. You referred to the possibility of 
Mr. Matusow’s writing a book. You have the dates correct, you have 
the name correct and the association correct, but it was on that occa- 
sion that Mr. McTernan and I discussed the fact that Mr. Matusow 
had already told people he was writing a book, and what we discussed 
at Mr. McTernan’s suggestion was the possibility that we would in one 
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way or another lend assistance to that book-writing project on Mr. 
Matusow’s part. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was it then Mr. MeTernan’s suggestion that, by 
doing so, you might eventually facilitate the securing of an aflidavit 
from Mr. Matusow to support your motion for a new trial ? 

Mr. Wirr. Yes. We didn’t spell it out that way, but that was 
clearly the thinking of both of us. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Before then you had already drafted, had you not, 
a motion for a new trial in the Jencks case? 

Mr. Wirr. I had drafted it, but we hadn't filed it. 

Mr. Sourwine. That motion assumed a recantation by Matusow, 
did it not? 

Mr. Wirr. No, Mr. Sourwine, it didn’t. That motion was based, 
that motion which I drafted sometime in August 1954 I think was 
based, on the public statements which had theretofore been made by 

sishop Oxnam and by Russell Brown. 

Mr. Sourwine. Well, it was based on the theory that Matusow had 
lied, was it not? 

Mr. Wirr. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Sourwinr. Now, you took the matter up, that is, the matter 
of assisting the financing of Matusow’s book, to officials of the Mine, 
Mill, and Smelter W orkers Union about September 20, and they an- 
thorized an advance of a thousand dollars for the project ? 

Mr. Wirr. Yes: it was September 22 or 23; it doesn’t matter. It 
was that week. 

Mr. Sourwine. This money came from the Jencks defense fund? 

Mr. Wirr. It did eventually. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you saying that at the time it was authorized 
in September it was not authorized to come from the Jencks defense 
fund ? 

Mr. Wirr. No, no: what I meant by that, Mr. Sourwine, is that 
was authorized to expend it if the project got underway, and then 
would be reimbursed in my account I maintain for the union, “eh 
the Jencks defense fund. 

Mr. Sourwtne. But the authorization from the beginning was that 
the money, if spent, should come from the Jencks defense fund ? 

Mr. Wirr. Right. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Was that a fund appropriated from the union, or 

fund to which the union members had contributed directly ? 

Mr. Wirr. I think it is both, Mr. Sourwine. It is a fund to which 
the members of the union contribute, also a fund to which local unions, 
as such, from their treasuries contribute also, a fund to which the 
international union, as such, contributes. 

Mr. Sourwine. When you started out to get a publisher for the 
book, Matusow’s book, you went directly to Albert Kahn; is that 
right ? 

Mr. Wirr. Well, I stop only because of the use of the word “di- 
rectly.” I think in view of the fact you know the story, you know 
what Ihave inmind. You want me to anticipate you ? 

Mr. Sourwine. You mean, Kahn is the first publisher you went to, 
and you never went to any other publisher about it ? 

Mr. Wirt. I didn’t go to Albert Kahn. It was indirect, but I never 
went to any other publisher; that is true. 
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Mr. Sourwine. I don’t mean you necessarily, Nathan Witt, went 
over to him, but——— 

Mr. Wirt. Right. 

Mr. Sourwine. As a matter of fact, actually it was Clinton Jencks 
who first broached the subject to Kahn ? 

Mr. Wirr. That’s right. 

Mr. Sourwine. And you had talked to Jencks and suggested that 
he do so? 

Mr. Wirr. That’s right. 

Mr. Sourwrtne. Now, you gave Kahn $450 during October ? 

Mr. Wirr. Well, Iam not sure of those amounts. May we go off the 
record a moment? If you will read them all to me, Mr. Sourwine, 
you will refresh my recollection. It will be quicker than if I go 
through this. 

Mr. Sourwine. It is my understanding your testimony is you gave 
Kahn $450 during October, $220 in Nove smber , and $580 in December, 
making a total of $1,250, which represented an increase of $250 over 
the original authorized thousand, an increase which had been subse- 
quently author ized by the union. 

Mr. Wirr. That’s right. 

Will you give me that figure for December again’ I am quite sure 
you are right. 

Mr. Sourwine. $580. 

Mr. Wirt. That’s right, Mr. Sourwine. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, the first payment to Mr. Kahn during October 
of 1954, was either $200 or $250? 

Mr. Wirr. That’s right. 

Mr. Sourwine. Your best recollection is it was $250? 

Mr. Wirt. That’s right. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, the additional $250 above the first authorized 
thousand, was that authorized through you or was that authorized 
on the basis of direct contact that Mr. Kahn had with union officials? 

Mr. Wrrr. The latter. 

Mr. Sourwrne. He got the authorization for that additional $250, 
and then you were told about it? 

Mr. Wirr. Then the officials of the union told me they had told him 
they would authorize me to advance the $250 more. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Witt, did you have a definite understanding 
with Maurice Travis of Mine, Mill about Matusow’s book as early as 
December 1954? 

Mr. Wirr. I am not sure I understand your question—a definite 
understanding. Will you explain what you mean ? 

Mr. SourWINE. I send down to you a telegram addressed to Maurice 
Travis, International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers, 
labor Building: 

Situation rather difficult. Would very much appreciate your confirming under- 
standing with Nat. Best regards. 

ALBERT. 

Sent by Mr. Albert Kahn on December 19. Attached to this is a 
letter from the assistant United States attorney who testified that 
this isa photost: it of an exhibit. in the trial in New York, which shows 
how it came into our custody. And, I ask whether you can identify 
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it at this time and tell us about the agreement that is referred to by 
Mr. Kahn in that note. 

Mr. Wirr. Well, I don’t think I have ever seen—I started to say, 
Mr. Sourwine, I don’t think I have ever seen this telegram or a copy 
of it, but I can speculate very easily about it, and I think I can give 
you the answer, 

Mr. Sourwine. All right. Iam not asking you to identify it. 

Mr. Wrrr. Right; I understand. 

Well, Mr. Kahn did come to me and said he needed more money, 
the project was costing more than he originally thought. 

I told him I had just been authorized to expend $1,000; if he wanted 
to make a request for more, he should take that up with the responsible 
officials of the union, which I then understood he did, and then, as 
we have already agreed, I was advised by Mr. Travis that he had told 
Mr. Kahn that he would authorize me to give him $250 more. 

I take it this telegram was sent during a period when Mr. Kahn 
was talking to Mr. Travis by long-distance phone and was apparently 
asking me whether I had had word, and I told him I had no word 
so he sent the wire to Travis telling him to hurry up. 

Mr. Sourwine. Your judgment is he was trying to get Mr. Travis 
to confirm to you the agreement he already had with Kahn? 

Mr. Wrrt. Right. 

Mr. Sourwine. We had arrived at the same conclusion, but yours 
has perhaps a greater basis for validity. 

Mr. Chairman, may this go in the record? 

The CHArrMANn. Yes. 

(The documents above referred were marked “Exhibits 50 and 50A,” 
and appear below :) 


’ 


Exuisit No. 50 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY, 
SouTHERN DIstrIcT oF NEW YorK, 
New York, N. Y., March 22, 1955. 
Re United States v. Flynn, et al. 
FraNK W. SCHROEDER, Esq., 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Mr. ScHROEDER: Pursuant to your request I am enclosing a copy of 
Government’s exhibit 48, a telegram dated December 19, from Albert BE. Kahn to 
Maurice Travis. 

Very truly yours, 
J. Epwarp LUMBARD, 
United States Attorney. 
By Rosert M. PENNOYER, 


Assistant United States Attorney. 
Enclosure. 


Exuipit No. 50A 


CroTON oN Hupson, December 19. 
MAURICE TRAVIS, 


International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers, Labor Building: 
Situation rather difficult. Would very much appreciate your confirming 
understanding with NAT. 
Best regards, 
ALBERT, 
A. KAHN, 
Glengary Road, Croton on Hudson. 


Sar 


i ce 
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Mr. Sourwine. You gave Kahn, that is, Albert Kahn, the address 
of Matusow’s parents’ home in the Bronx? 

Mr. Wrrrv. I did. 

Mr. Sourwine. Toward the end of January 1955 did your clients 
in Mine, Mill tell you to tell Kahn that they would give him another 
$2,000? 

Mr. Wirr. Yes. Specifically, the officials of Mine, Mill told me 
that in El Paso, Tex., on Sunday morning, January 30. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you convey that message to Mr. Kahn? 

Mr. Wirt. I did. 

Mr. Sourwine. You conveyed that message to him after you had 
returned to New York? 

Mr. Wrrr. I returned to New York that same day, and my recol- 
lection, we spent a lot of time on that in Judge Dimock’s court. You 
are probably familiar with it. 

Mr. Sourwine. I am not asking you that. 

Mr. Wirt. I know you are not getting into it, but just that you 
understand the context of my answer—my recollection still is that 
I conveyed that to Mr. Kahn either on Monday, the 31st, or Tuesday, 
the 1st, or Wednesday, the 2d of February. 

Mr. Sourwine. I am simply fixing one limit. It was after you 
returned to New York? 

Mr. Wrrr. Right. 

Mr. Sourwine. Two or three days after you conveyed that informa- 
tion to Mr. Kahn and at a time when he still had not received the 
$2,000, did he ask you about it? 

Mr. Wirr. He did. 

Mr. Sourwine. And did you then talk to Denver by telephone and 
ask them to please send him the $2,000 so that you would no longer 
be annoyed with the problem ? 

Mr. Wirr. Yes, I had occasion to talk to Denver at that time on 
some other problem, and since Mr. Kahn had talked to the officials 
in Denver before they saw me, he was impatient, I said to Denver, 
since we have agreed to it, I have told him we have agreed to it, 
please pay him so I will get him off my neck. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did they say they would? 

Mr. Wirr. They said they would. 

Mr. Sourwine. And subsequently he got a check? 

Mr. Wirt. Subsequently he did. 

Mr. Sourwrine. Dated February 3? 

Mr. Wirt; That’s right. 

Mr. Sourwinet. Now, Mr. Chairman, this is preliminary. I would 
like to ask at this time that there may be put in the record, there may 
be ordered put in the record, the marked item on page 2 of the issue 
of February 28, 1955, of the publication E] Sindicato, which is the 
Spanish edition of the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers Union paper. 

The Caarrman. Put it in the record. 
ae a article referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 51” and appears 

ow: 

(Nore.—The cover of the book False Witness was reproduced with 
the following paragraph below :) 
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ExHIBIT No. 51 


This is a sensational story. It is more than the confession of a paid stool- 
pigeon. It tells of meetings and parties of Joe McCarthy and his staff, how 
testimony is made to order for investigations and trials. Use the coupon below 
to order your copy. 


CANADA PLEDGES $32,500—DEFENSE CAMPAIGN GAINS MOMENTUM 


DeNveR.—The Mine-Mill defense committee’s campaign for funds is getting 
into high gear, according to Dave Jenkins, committee executive director, who just 
returned after several weeks in the Southwest, East, and Canada. 

The Canadian Mine-Mill Council, in a meeting at Toronto attended by Jenkins, 
set up a Canadian Mine-Mill Defense Committee and named William Longridge 
as national secretary. Longridge, who was made executive secretary of the 
Canadian Council last year, is stationed in Toronto. 

A nationwide tour of Canada on behalf of the defense will be made by Vice 
Presidents Nels Thibault and Orville Larson following the international conven- 
tion in Spokane. Thibault will also make a trip to Europe to inform unions 
over there about the attacks on Mine-Mill. 

The Canadian council also set a goal of $32,500 to be raised in Canada in 
the next few months, and pledged the sale of 5,000 copies of False Witness, the 
book of Harvey Matusow’s confessions. 

Meantime, contributions and pledges have been coming in from Mine-Mill 
locals in growing amounts. They include: Bisbee Local 551, $429; Miami 
Local 586, $50: El Paso Local 509, $1,000: Los Angeles Local 700, $1,000; 
Hayden Local 886, $1 per member assessment; Ray-Sonora Local 915, $1 per 
member assessment: Kimberley Local 651, $50 a month; Sudbury Local 598, 
$250 monthly; Trail Local 480, $100 a month; Alice Arm Local 906, $50 a month ; 
Alabama-Mississippi-Tennessee Locals, $1 per member assessment; Timmins 
Local 241, $25 a month; Port Colborne Local 637, $25. 

The Fur and Leather Workers Union has contributed $1,000. The Midwest 
district of the United Electrical Radio & Machine Workers has sent in $200. 
The American Communications Association contributed $100. 

The following locals of the International Longshoreman’s and Warehouse- 
man’s Union have also contributed: Portland Local 8, $750: Raymond, Wash., 
Loeal, $5; Fisherman’s Local, $50; North Bend-Coos Bay Local, $50; Wilmington 
Local 13, $50; Eureka Local 14, $50; Aberdeen Local 24, $25; Los Angeles Local 
26, $25; Newport Local 53, $180; Olympia Local, $50; Vancouver Local 507, $25; 
Bellingham Local 1-7, $25; and Honolulu Local 142, $100. 


ORDER FORM 


MINE-MILL DEFENSE COMMITTEE, 
$12 Tabor Building, Denver 2, Colo.: 


Enclosed is my check for §$ Please send me __ copies of False Witness, 
by Harvey Matusow, at $1 each. 
Name . a dian sisi ote Le ‘i 
Street ‘ — — = - 
City 


State or Province z oa a ag tess 


Mr. Sourwtne. Mr. Witt, did you ever discuss with officials of the 
Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers Union a publicity, or public rela- 
tions campaign with regard to Harvey Matusow’s book ? 

Mr. Wirr. No, Mr. Sourwine, not in any organized way; just 
generally. 

It was taken for granted from the beginning that if the book were 
published and the union had some such relationship to it, as has been 
indicated by my testimony, then the union would be interested in 
having its members and other people read it; just in that sense. 

Mr. Sourwine. It was understood, was it not, that the union would 
use the book to the fullest possible extent if it was published ? 
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Mr. Wirr. I don’t want to quarrel with you about language. It 
was understood that since the book and the subsequent affidavit was 
so important to the union and to Clinton Jene ks, that the union would 
do everything in its power to make the best possible use of it. 

Mr. SovurwiNe. Do you know whether the publicity with regard 
to this book was written by ordinary employees of the union or oe 
anyone Was e mployed spec lt ally for the purpose of writ ng pub lie ity 
about this book ? 

Mr. Wirt. I don’t think anyone was employed specially to write 
publicity about the book. 

Mr. SourwiNe. When did you first meet Harvey Matusow ? 

Mr. Wirt. On the afternoon of December 14, 1954. 

Mr. Sourwine. You did not meet him in Salt Lake City ? 

Mr. Wirr. Oh, yes: Iam sorry. I saw him at Salt Lake City in 
your presence, Mr. Sourwine. I saw him when he gave his false 
testimony against my client, Clinton Jencks, in El Paso in January 
1954. But I didn’t meet him face to face as one person meets an 
other until December 14, 1954. 

Mr. Sourwine. You never talked with him before December 14, 
1954 ¢ 

Mr. Wirrvr. I did not. 

Mr. SourwrNe. Have you ever been Mr. Matusow’s attorney ? 

Mr. Wirt. No, except in this sense: I think you are familiar with 
the testimony. 

When he did come to me on December 14, Mr. Sourwine, before 
he talked to me about his book and the Jencks matter, he did have 
a minor question about the sublease of his apartment. 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes; but you weren’t retained by him? 

Mr. Wirt. No: oh, no. 

Mr. Sourwine. There was no attorney-client relationship there ? 

Mr. Wirt. No. 

Mr. Sourwine. All right. 

When did you first know that Matusow was going to write a ch: ap- 
ter about Jencks in the Mine, Mill, and Smelter hearings ? 

Mr. Wirr. Let me answer it this way, if I may, Mr. Sourwine. Af 
ter Mr. Matusow made his arrangements with Cameron & Kahn Octo- 
ber 26, he got to work on the book and I would see. as I have : already 
testified, I would see Mr. Kahn from time to time and he would teil 
me how the project was proceeding. 

So I knew by December 14 that Mr. Matusow would be writing 
a chapter on his appearance before Senator McCarran and his testi 
mony against Clinton Jencks. And I think I saw a draft of some 

chapter before, or 2 chapters, I think they were 2 separate chapters, 
be fore December 14. 

Mr. Sourwine. You are saying now you cert: ainly knew it before 
December 14, and you may have seen the ch: apters before December 
14% 

Mr. Wrrr. Right. I am quite sure I saw the chapters. 

Mr. Sourwine. You discussed this matter with Matusow on De 
cember 14; did you not? 

Mr. Wirrr. I did. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did he not at that time promise to send you the 
chapter when it was written ? ; 
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Mr. Wrrr. Yes. Well, I have to explain that, an apparent con- 
tradiction with the answer I just gave, in this way, Mr. Sourwine: 
During the period from October 26, 1954, when the contract between 
Matusow on the one hand, and Cameron & Kahn on the other, was 
signed, until December 14, 1954, and in fact not until I returned from 
FE] Paso after we filed the motion for new trial on January 28, 1955 
did Mr. Matusow know about the arrangements between Mine, Mill 
and Cameron & Kahn. That we kept from him, for obvious reasons, 

Mr. Sourwrne. That has no bearing on the question I asked you. 

Mr. Wrrr. I am sorry to be so long-winded and so roundabout. 
But I am trying to explain to you that even though I may have seen 
material okies December 14, Mr. Matusow didn’t know I had seen 
material because he didn’t know about my relationship with Cameron 
& Kahn, because we didn’t want to be accused, with which we have 
anyway, of course, and which we will be, I suppose, by this committee, 
we didn’t want to be accused of subsidizing Mr. Matusow to his 
knowledge, so we kept it from him. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you saying, in effect, this: That Mr. Matusow 
did promise on December 14 to send you the chapter when it was 
written ? 

Mr. Wrrt. Right. 

Mr. Sourwtne. But you didn’t let him know at that time that you 
knew it was already written, because you had seen it? 

Mr. Wrrt. As I say, I am still not sure I had seen it, but if I had 
known they were written, if I had seen them, I would not have let 
him know on December 14 because we didn’t want him to know about 
our relationship, as I say, until we filed our motion in the Jencks case, 
the thing was out in the open, and then we could tell him, Kahn and 
myself and Mine, Mill could tell him, the one fact which we hadn’t 
told him for obvious reasons: that we had made this arrangement with 
Cameron & Kahn, in order to avoid the accusation that we were paying 
for his book or paying for his affidavit. 

Mr. Sourwtne. But Mr. Matusow did promise you on December 14 
that he would send you that chapter after it was written? 

Mr. Wirt. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Which certainly carried the clear connotation at 
that time that he was saying it hadn’t been written yet? 

Mr. Wirt. Well, whether he said it was written or drafted, I think 
you know from his testimony and from Mr. Kahn’s testimony that it 
went through various drafts. 

I am lost in that area; I didn’t follow up on all that. But if he 
said when it was written, then he would have meant if there had been 
an early draft, or redraft, or a final draft, whatever you want to call it. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you talk with Matusow himself after December 
14, 1954? 

Mr. Wirt. At any time? 

Mr. SourwIne. Yes. 

Mr. Wirr. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Sourwing. Prior to his appearance before this committee? 

Mr. Wirt. Yes, yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. That is a foundation question, Mr. Chairman. I 
will come back to that. 

The CuarrmMan. Proceed. 


Sete 
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Mr. SourwinE. On December 14, 1954, Mr. Matusow came to your 
office and there told you that he would give you the chapters from his 
book on the Mine, Mill case and on Clinton Jencks? 

Mr. Wirr. When you say the Mine, Mill case, you mean what we 
call the McCarran hearings? 

Mr. Sourwine. There were the separate chapters. 

Mr. Wirt. In Salt Lake City, in October 1952? 

Mr. Sourwitne. And Matusow promised you on December 14, 1954, 
that he would give you both those chapters? 

Mr. Wirr. That’s right. 

Mr. Sourwine. You actually got those chapters from Kahn some- 
time between December 14 and January 3; is that right? 

Mr. Wirr. That’s right. 

Mr. Sourwine. Even though you may have had the Jencks chapter 
earlier, yet pursuant to Mr. Matusow’s statement, he sent you by Mr. 
Kahn these two chapters during that period between December 14 
and January 3? 

Mr. Wirr. That’s right. 

Mr. Sourwine. At least, you had them with you and took them to 
Denver on the 3d of January 1955? 

Mr. Wirt. I had one copy of them when I went to Denver on Decem- 
ber 3, 1955. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Now, when Matusow and Witt came to your office 
on December 14—— 

Mr. Wirt. Excuse me, you misspoke yourself. 

Mr. Sourwine. I beg your pardon. When Matusow and Kahn 
came to your office on December 14, did they or either of them bring 
with them the tape transcription of their conversation of that date’ 

Mr. Wirt. No. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did you ever hear that tape recording or read a 
transcription of it? 

Mr. Wirr. I certainly never heard the tape played. I never heard 
any of the tapes played. 

Mr. Sourwine. You never did? 

Mr. Wirt. I never did. And, in fact, let me answer that this way: 
Tt wasn’t until I was on the stand in Judge Dimock’s court, I think, 
that I learned that there was such a tape on this subject, or these 
subjects, on December 14. 

Mr. Sourwtne. That was as you now know the last tape that was 
recorded; is that right? 

Mr. Wirt. I don’t even know that. I have no knowledge about the 
tapes. 

I had, as you know from my testimony, duplicates of the tapes 
which Mr. Kahn gave me to hold, which I turned over to the grand 
jury in New York. I never played them; I wasn’t interested in them. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Did you ever have them transcribed ? 

Mr. Wirt. No; I never had them transcribed. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did they ever give you that, Mr. Kahn, Mr. Cam- 
eron, or Mr. Matusow, ever give you or send you transcriptions of 
those tapes? 

Mr. Wrrr. Mr. Kahn would send me transcriptions, as I tried to 
say before, but I think I was saying so much, it got lost, during the 
period from the time Matusow got to work in October or November 
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right through to the end, of different sections of it. And as I tried 
to say, I wasn’t paying too much attention to it, not even to the 
chi apters on Mine, Mill, or Jencks. 

Mr. Sourwine. Can you say whether you have ever read the tran- 
scription of the tape of the conversation between Matusow and Kahn 
on December 14? 

Mr. Wirr. I can say I never did. 

Mr. Sourwine. You never did read it? 

Mr. Wirr. I never did. I said I saw that first in Judge Dimock’s 
court. I think I saw it first, or heard it testified about or argued 
about in FE] Paso during the course of the hearing on the Jencks 
motion for new trial. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you know that eg in the tape-recorded 
conversation with Kahn on December 14, had labeled Jencks as a 
Communist under party discipline ? 

Mr. Wirr. No; I didn’t know; I don’t know that now, Mr. Sour- 
wine. I don’t think you are accurate. I don’t think you are being 
accurate, Mr. Sourwine. 

Mr. Sourwine. Without arguing that point, Mr. Witness 

Mr. Wirr. Well, it is a very important point. 

Mr. Sourwrne. I won’t argue. May I ask the Chair to order that 
all references to Mr. Jencks in the tape-recorded conversations be- 
tween Matusow and Kahn of the 14th of December 1954, in context, 
be ordered inserted in the record at this point. 

The CHarrMaANn. Yes. 

(The material above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 52” and 
appears below :) 








EXHIBIT No. 52 





Mr. KAun. Now let me ask you this for example—'cause I think this could 
come in well. You say in your testimony you met one of the Vincents at a Com- 
munist Party—at the Albert Hotel. Now actually, what was that party? 

Marusow. Oh, I was being flippant. I think I said it was a hootenany 
or a wing ding. An affair put on by Peoples Artists. No, it’s unimportant here 
what it was. It wasn’t a Communist Party party. There's a difference, you see. 
I drew the line to myself. A Communist-front party—so it’s a Communist party. 
I said Vincent was introduced to me as a Communist Party member. I wasn’t 
introduced to him saying this is Craig Vincent. He is a party member. No, not 
like that. The intangible again. Vincent was a party member. I knew Viricent 
was a party member from talking to him. When I was expelled from the Com- 
munist Party Vince nt rece sived the information from the party directly—through 
the party organization in New Mexico. I Knew this too. There was no doubt in 
my mind aaa Vincent’s party membership. When—I mean that I can’t say 
that I didn’t—there was, I can’t say that I really didn’t know that Vincent was 
a party member. Then I'd be lying. I knew he was a party member and I 
said so. I knew Jencks was a party member and I said so. I can’t say here that 
Jencks wasn’t a party member after he signed the affidavits because I know that 
he was. But I shouldn’t have testified. That’s the important thing. 

KAHN. Why do you say you know he was? 

Matusow. I say I know he was—I mean in this way. Men like Ben Gold who 
have been indicted on the same charge. He officially resigned from the Communist 
Party. Jencks also officially resigned from the party. Or he could have. Let’s 
put it that way. But in—to my mind—then, in my thinking, it made him no less 
a Communist because he put a piece of paper down and said “I’m no longer a 
member.” As far as I was concerned, Jencks was still under Communist Party 
discipline. And there's a difference. He legally, according to the law, might 
not have been a member of the party. I didn’t know that difference. Jencks 
didn’t change his thinking because he issued that scrap of paper. 
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Mr. Sourwirne. Mr. Witt, you have testified that copies of the tran- 
scriptions of the tape recordings of conversations between Matusow 
and Kahn were furnished to you, but at least one of them you did 
not read. Now, did you read the others, any of them? 

Mr. Wrrr. Yes; I glanced at the material from time to time. I 
was terribly busy during this whole period, and my whole psychologi- 

‘al slant was to stay away from the writing and publishing p roject, 
because I was fearful of becoming too heavily involved and fearful 
of accusations which would be leveled at me. 

I know from experience since then that I haven't avoided the accusa- 
tions. They have been leveled nonetheless, and I am here this after- 
noon, no matter how hard I tried to lean over backward, so here I am. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Witt, I would like to ask you to affirm or deny, 
with such comment as you may care to make, this theory: That in fact 
you were told on the 14th of December 1954 of Mr. Matusow’s state- 
ment of that date in his conversation with Mr. Kahn, the statement 
which has now been ordered put in the record, that it was as a result 
of your knowledge of that that arrangements were made to bring you 
into personal contact with Mr. Matusow on that date; that as a result 
of that personal contact, assurance was given satisfactory to you 
with regard to the chapters on the so-called McCarran hearings, as 
you referred to them, and on the Jencks case, and it was also as a 
result of your knowledge of that conversation that the tape record- 
ings were terminated after that date. 

Mr. Wirr. I am afraid, Mr. Sourwine, I have to have that read 
back tome. I think I follow you, but I want to make sure because of 
this importi unt question, an important series of questions. 

Mr. Sourwine. I would be glad to repeat it in substance, or have it 
hear, as you prefer. 

Mr. Wrrr. I would rather have it read. 

(Question read.) 

Mr. Wrirr. My answer, yes or no, and then give you as brief an 
explanation as I can. 

The answer to that, and I wish this one negative could be inserted in 
this record 17 times, at least, but we will go by our traditional methods 
of reporting and insert my answer “No” in the record just once. 

But to go on with the short explanation, if I can keep it short, 
there is no explanation that can be found, no matter how many hear- 
ings this committee conducts, how many committees conduct, how 
many judges decide, there are no explanations which will be found for 
what Matusow finally said in his book about Mine, Mill, and Jencks, 
and his affidavit in the Jencks case, except that Matusow is now telling 
the truth. 

Certainly, as far as I am concerned, there is no other explanation. 
Throughout this whole period I was leaning over as backward as I 
could lean over without licking my own boots from the rear, to avoid 
any suggestion that my conduct, the conduct of Mine, Mill, or Matu- 
sow, or Cameron & Kahn was improper. 

I knew from the beginning, I knew from the. beginning that when 
we tried to have the truth told about our union and our client, that 
the heavens would fall in Washington, New York, Texas, and in vari- 
ous other places. 


59886—55—pt. 9——_5 
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I am reconciled to that, Mr. Sourwine, but I am amazed at the ex- 
tent to which the heavens have fallen since January 17, 1954, when 
Matusow signed his first affidavit in the Jencks case. 

Now, one other word. Iam not being brief, but I will now be brief. 
It is true that when I did get the chapter on Jencks, I found this para- 
graph that I think you are particularly interested in, copy of which 
J took to Denver with me. 

Sut despite how you or anybody else reads that paragraph, I didn’t 
read it that way. If you want me to take time I will tell you why, but 
I won’t unless you ask me to. 

But the important thing is that I just didn’t concern myself with 
that paragraph that you are so interested in, because, as I saw it as 
a lawyer, it didn’t disprove the fact that in January 1954 Matusow 
had lied on the witness stand against my client. 

Well, let me just say in a word as I read that paragraph, it may as 
well be part of the record, as I read that paragraph that you are talk- 
ing about, it meant to me only that Matusow was explaining his psy- 
chology in being able to say that Jencks admitted he was a Commu- 
nist to him when, in fact, Jencks did not so admit. 

Mr. Sourwine. How would you identify the paragraph I am talk- 
ing about, Mr. Witt ? 

Mr. Wirr. How can I? 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes. 

Mr. Wirr. Because after I did get those chapters between Decem- 
ber 14 and January 3 I read them. 

Mr. Sovurwine. I thought you testified here that you had never read 
the tape-recorded statement. 

Mr. Wirr. No, no; if I said that, all I intended to say was I didn’t 
know that that tape had been made on December 14. 

Mr. Sourwine. But you have now read it? 

Mr. Wirr. Oh, I have read it. I read it at the time. 

Mr. Sourwrne. What do you mean at the time? 

Mr. Wirt. At the time I got the chapters from Mr. Kahn. I read 
it at the time, but I am telling you, No. 1, that I did nothing about it. 
I didn’t talk to Mr. Matusow or Kahn or anybody else in the world 
about it, and I am explaining to you why, as a lawyer, I did nothing 
about it. Now, one final word 

Mr. Sourwine. But if your prior testimony here was that you did 
not read that chapter, that testimony was inaccurate? 

Mr. Wirt. I am sorry, then I misspoke myself. 

One final word, the way I reconstructed the situation; when I did 
hear in El Paso that this tape had been made on December 14, the 
understanding, as I think I said to you, between Kahn and myself, 
during the period from October until December 14, was that the time 
would come when Kahn would say to Matusow, “Why don’t you come 
and meet Witt?” 

He had already told him he had gotten his original testimony in the 
Jencks case from me, so Matusow—that he knew me and was in touch 
with me. But the December 14 meeting came about, according to what 

both Matusow and Kahn told me, at Matusow’s instigation or at his 
suggestion, and the way I reconstruct it is now, knowing that he made 
the tape in my area that day; that having done it he was making prog- 
ress; he had more and more confidence in Kahn; he had back in his 
mind undoubtedly the fact that he would see me someday. He said to 
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himself, “Well; I may as well go see Witt. I have this little tenant 
problem anyway. Ill kill2 birds with 1 stone.” 

I think that is what happened, but you can ask him whether that 
was his thinking. I haven’t talked to him about it since I first dis- 
covered that this tape was made on December 14. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Are you all through? 

Mr. Wrrr. But thatisasimple explanation. I think it makes sense; 
but there it is. 

Mr. Sourwine. All through. 

Mr. Wirr. IthinkIam. I wasn’t brief. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Were you present at the meeting of the board of 
the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers Union in January 1955, when 
Albert Kahn of the firm of Cameron & Kahn told the board about the 
scheduled publication of the book False Witness ? 

Mr. Wirr. No; if that was the meeting which took place, the 
board meeting which took place during the week of Monday, January 
24. I had been present at the board meeting early in the week on 
my way down to El Paso to file a motion in the Jencks case, and I 
think Mr. Kahn followed me into Denver, if that is the occasion you 
are talking about. 

Mr. Sourwrne. It isn’t necessary to place the date. The question 
was: were you present at the board meeting when Mr. Cameron made 
this presentation ? 

Mr. Wirr. You said in January, Mr. Sourwine. Iam sorry to take 
time being so precise, but I am anxious to be precise. 

Mr. Sourwrne. I identified the meeting as having taken place in 
January. 

Mr. Wrrr. There may have been another one. If you ask me now 
whether there were two executive board meetings in January, I 
wouldn’t be sure. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Were you at any board meeting of Mine, Mill, and 
Smelters Union at any time when Mr. Cameron told the board about 
the scheduled publication of the book False Witness ? 

Mr. Wirr. You have now said Mr. Cameron. You mean Cameron 
or Kahn? 

Mr. Sourwtne. I beg your pardon; Mr. Albert Kahn? 

Mr. Wirr. No; I was not at any board meeting. 

Mr. Sourwtne. You, sir, drafted the form of an affidavit for 
Matusow; is that right? 

Mr. Wirr. May I have that read back? 

Mr. Sourwine. You, sir, drafted the form of affidavit for Matusow? 

Mr. Wirr. Yes; but it is important for me to say, although I think 
our minds meet on it—— 

Mr. Sourwine. You left space for what you call his recantations 
and told him to fill in those blank spaces ¢ 

Mr. Wirt. Right. 

Mr. Sourwine. Matusow gave you two affidavits about the Jencks 
case. 

Mr. Wirt. He did. 

Mr. Sourwrne. One on the 17th or 18th and the other on the 20th? 

Mr. Wirr. One on the 17th and one on the 20th. The affidavit of 


the 20th was just a recasting in terms of structure aside from a couple 
of minor changes. 
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Mr. Sourwine. With respect to the first affidavit you had given him 
a form with blanks in which he was to fill in his recantation ! 

Mr. Wirt. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwtne. He had gone home and typed out several pages of 
material and had initialed each page; and then you put that material 
in the affidavit and he signed it. 

Mr. Wirr. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. And thereafter you thought it would be helpful if 
you placed the specific recantation in each instance in the same para- 
graph or subparagraph with the original testimony on the point? 

Mr. Wirr. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. So you did that? 

Mr. Wirr. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. And you told Matusow you had done that and then 
he signed the affidavit as it was? 

Mr. Wirr. Yes; on the 20th. That is the one that was filed with 
the motion for a new trial on the 28th. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now after Matusow had executed his affidavit in 
the Jencks case; you talked with Mr. Kahn or with a Mr. Gerson, 
a defendant in the Flynn case, about the possibility of Matusow exe- 
cuting an affidavit in the Flynn case? 

Mr. Wrrr. I am not sure I could fix that in time. 

Mr. Sourwrne. It was not before Matusow executed his affidavit in 
the Jencks case; was it? 

Mr. Wirr. It might have been. 

Mr. Sourwrne. 1 will put the question this way: Did you at some 
time talk with either Mr. Kahn or with Mr. Gerson about the pos- 
sibility of Matusow executing an affidavit in the Flynn case? 

Mr. Wirr. Yes. As long as the question carries no implication 
that I sought them out to talk. I did talk to him no matter who 
solicited the conversation. 

Mr. Sourwine. Seeking them out would imply that they were to- 
gether. As a matter of fact the two people I named were Mr. Kahn 
and Mr. See They aren’t associated in your mind; are they’ 

Mr. Wirr. I didn’t intend it that way. I just was t talking short- 
hand, Mr. Sourwine. 

Mr. Sourwrne. What is your best recollection as to whether you 

talked about this with Mr. Kahn or with Mr. Gerson ? 

Mr. Wrrr. I think I talked to both about it on different occasions. 

Mr. Sourwine. With whom did you talk about it first ? 

Mr. Wrrr. That I would have no recollection of. 

Mr. Sourwtne. What is your best recollection as to whether you 
talked about it first before or after Matusow had executed his affidavit 
in the Jencks case? 

Mr. Wrrr. I wouldn’t have a good recollection on that. If you 
asked me to guess; I would say I had at least one conversation about 
the Flynn case before Matusow executed his first or second affidavit 
in the Jencks case. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now the Gerson we are talking about is the national 
legislative re presentative of the Communist Party, i is that right ? 

Mr. Wirr. The national legislative representative ? 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes. 

Mr. Wirt. I really don’t know his title. 
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Mr. Sourwine. Do you know that he holds any official position with 
the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Wirr. I don’t know that. I know he is a full-time representa- 
tive of the Communist Party; a full-time employee, worker, official, 
but'just what his work is or what his title is 1 don’t know. 

Mr. Sourwine. This is Simon Gerson ? 

Mr. Wirt. Simon Gerson I understood you. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now as a result of the talk that you had with Mr. 
Gerson, did Mr. Robert Zavell Lewis, an attorney for the defendants 
in the Flynn case, come to your office? 

Mr. Wirr. He did. 

Mr. Sourwrne. And you gave the insert material, a copy of the 
January 17 affidavit in the Jencks case, a draft of a motion for a new 
trial and some case authorities on the question of a new trial? 

Mr. Wirr. Right. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you, Mr. Witt, at the request of the Mine, Mill 
people, your clients, make arrangements respecting companionship for 
Matusow ? 

Mr. Witt. Do you want to repeat that question ? 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes. Did you, sir, at the request of the Mine, Mill 
people, your clients, make arrangements respecting companionship 
for Matusow ? 

Mr. Wirt. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Male companionship? 

Mr. Wirr. Yes. Oh, I understand you are not accusing me of being 
a pimp, Mr. Sourwine? 

Mr. Sourwitne. When did you first meet Herb Tank? 

Mr. Wirr. Well, I am not sure of that date. I have tried to recon- 
struct it, I have been asked before, but he has testified—I am not 
sure—that it was in my office on or about January 18 or 19. 

Mr. Sourwine. You did not meet him prior to the first of 1955; 
is that right? 

Mr. Wirr. No, I had never met him before that occasion in my 
office. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did he come to your office with Mr. Kahn and Mr. 
Matusow ? 

Mr. Witt. Well, in a sense he did. He was expecting Mr. Matusow 
and Mr. Kahn. And I remember Mr. Kahn called me that afternoon 
and said somebody would be there at the time he had his appointment 
with me, and he would tell me about it when he got there, which he 
did. He met Mr. Tank at my office, and an Mr. Tank in, intro- 
duced him and said, “This is Herb Tank; this is Nat Witt.” 

Mr. Sourwitne. Who got there first ? 

Mr. Wirr. Mr. Tank did, according to my recollection. He was 
waiting for Mr. Kahn in my outer office. I wasn’t aware of the fact 
that he was waiting. I don’t know where he was waiting in my office. 

Mr. Sourwine. You weren’t aware of the fact that he was waiting. 
If Kahn brought him in, how do you know he was waiting before 
Kahn arrived ¢ 

Mr. Wirt. I forget. Somebody told Kahn before Kahn came, may- 
be Matusow or somebody in the office told him. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did Mr. Kahn and Mr. Matusow arrive together ? 

Mr Wirr. My recollection is not. 
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Mr. Sourwine. Then did Mr. Matusow arrive before Mr. Kahn? 

Mr. Wirr. That is my recollection, but I couldn’t be too certain. 

Mr. Sourwine. Then Matusow and Tank were waiting together in 
your office ? 

Mr. Wirr. When I say my office I mean my own work office where 
Mr. Matusow was when he came to keep the appointment. When I say 
Mr. Tank was waiting in the outer office or the library, I mean in the 
reception room or in the library in the middle of our suite which all of 
the lawyers on the floor use. So I didn’t see Mr. Tank until Mr. Kahn 
came in, but whether he came into my office before I talked to Mr. 
Tank or not I don’t remember. But in any event, as I said, he brought 
Mr. Tank into my own work office, my private office, and introduced 
me to him. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was Mr. Matusow in your own work office at that 
time? 

Mr. Wirt. My recollection is that he was. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Mr. Matusow and you were talking privately be- 
fore Mr. Kahn and Mr. Tank came in; is that ae: 

Mr. Wrrr. Yes, we were chatting or talking; I don’t know. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Did you ever discuss the case of Harvey Matusow 
with any official of the Communist Party known to you to be such? 

Mr. Wirr. No, with the exception of Si Gerson, if he is an official. 
As I said, I don’t know. 

Mr. Sourwtne. You discussed with Matusow on different occasions 
the possibility of a perjury charge against him ? 

Mr. Wirr. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwrne. You got him a copy of the Attorney General’s mes- 
sage asking for a new perjury statute / 

Mr. Wrrr. Yes; the one he delivered to the last Congress, I think, 
in April of 1954. 

Mr. Sourwine. You took the time to analyze with him the possi- 
bilities in this regard, that is the possible consequences of his giving 
the affidavit ? 

Mr. Wirt. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwtne. To what extent was Matusow briefed on how to act 
on the witness stand ? 

Mr. Wirr. Just one word on the last question. Again I do this 
almost by rote now, Mr. Sourwine. Iam sorry. It is important for 
me to say when I first discussed the question with Matusow, he didn’t 
say to me directly or indirectly or by implication or in any other w ay 
that if he faced the possibility of perjury, he would not tell the truth. 

He said he was determined to tell the truth, no matter what the con- 
sequences, but he wanted to know what the consequences might be. All 
right, now I lost your last question. 

Mr. Sourwine. The question is to what extent was Matusow briefed 
as to how to act on the witness stand ? 

Mr. Wirr. By me? Witness stand where? 

Mr. Sourwine. I take this question to mean to your knowledge; 
and then I will ask you how much of it was by you. 

Mr. Wirr. I don’t know. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Or the witness stand before this committee? 

Mr. Wrrr. He has counsel and I have no knowledge. I talked to 
his counsel from time to time, but I haven’t been in on those discus- 
sions and I don’t know the details. 
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Mr. Sourwine. To what extent was Matusow briefed by you as to 
how to act on the witness stand ? 

Mr. Wirr. Well, I don’t know what you mean by “how to act,” but 
we did discuss problems from time to time. He discussed the perjury 
problem and the only other general problem I remember his ever dis- 
cussing with me is the problem of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Sourwine. What advice or instructions, if any, did you give 
Matusow about how to act on the witness stand ? 

Mr. Wirr. I never gave Matusow any instructions because I have 
never represented him, and that has not been my relationship to him. 

Since I first met him, we, of course, have been friendly. After all, 
a lawyer who is trying to secure a new trial for his client, based on an 
affidavit of recantation, has a friendly feeling toward the witness who 
is recanting. So it has been that kind of talk. But it has not been 
instruction. 

As I say, the only two objects that I remember discussing generally, 
there might have been some side issues, subjects of possible perjury. 
Oh, also contempt, especially since Judge Thomason did what he did, 
and the question of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Sourwrne. I use the alternatives “instructions or advice.” You 
ruled out instructions. What advice, if any, did you give him as to 
how to act on the witness stand ¢ 

Mr. Wirr. I wouldn’t even call it advice because I haven’t rep- 
resented him as his counsel. He got to know me as a lawyer, and he 
dicussed these questions with me. 

Mr. Sourwine. Using the word “advice” not as connoting a rela- 
tionship between counsel and client, which you said did not exist, 
using it in the ordinary sense, what advice, if any, did you give 
Matusow i how to act on the witness stand ? 

Mr. Wirt. I didn’t give him specific advice. I explained the perjury 
statute with him, on which I wasn’t an expert when he first came to 
me, but after I got Mr. Brownell’s message to Congress on his proposed 
bill, I discussed that with him. 

I discussed the fifth amendment with him on 1 or 2 occasions along 
the lines that you would be as familiar with as I am, Mr. Sourwine. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Did you give him advice on when and how to claim 
the fifth amendment ? 

Mr. Wirr. I don’t think so. As is natural when you are talking to 
a layman, any time during this period, especially in that position, you 
might get into a question of waiver and all the rest of the business 

that has been built up in the fifth amendment field, so I may have 
touched on it from time to time. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you give him any advice or instructions as to 
how to destroy his previous testimony without actually lying on the 
witness stand ? 

Mr. Wirt. No. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Did you discuss with him such matters as to when 
not to give a “yes” or “no” answer ? 

Mr. Wirt. No. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you discuss with him such matters as when to 
expand the question and when to contract the question ? 

Mr. Wrrr. Now you are getting into an area where he is much more 
of an expert than I am, Mr. Sourwine. 
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Mr. Sourwine. The question is whether you discussed with him such 

matters as to when to expand the question and when to contract the 
question. 
_ Mr. Wrrr. He discussed with me when he was really giving the 
xind of testimony this committee wanted, the Department of. Justice 
wanted, all its techniques, the techniques pursued by professional 
witnesses. I could give him no advice in that regard. I am not 
expert in that field. 

Mr. Sourwine. You gave him no pointers at all? 

Mr. Wirt. No; I don't think so. I may have commented on some- 
thing hesaid. After all, I am an older man and a lawyer, but I didn’t 
try to compete with him as a lawyer talking to a professional witness 
who had considerable experience under past masters. 

Mr. Sov =W inE. Are you familiar, Mr. Witt, with the term 
‘distestify” ? 

Mr. Wrrr. Pardon? 

Mr. Sourwine. The term “distestify” ? 

Mr. Wirr. D-i-s; would that be itt I don’t think I have ever heard 
that. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you or did you know one Abe Unger? 

Mr. Wirt. Yes, I do. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Did you know either of his partners, Mr. Friedman 
or Mr. Fleischer ? 

Mr. Wirr. Yes, I have known both. Mr. Fleischer has not been his 
partner, I believe, for a long time, and I am not sure Mr. Friedman is 
now his partner, but I don’t know one way or the other. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you know Abe Unger as section organizer of the 
lawyers’ section of the Communist Party of New York? 

Mr. Wrrr. I object to the question as being immaterial for the pur- 
poses of this inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SourwIne. Did you know Abe Unger as section organizer of the 
lawyers’ section of the ‘Communist Party i in New York? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, that is a material question. 

Mr. Wirr. What has that got to do with Matusow or the Jencks 
case or the Flynn case? 

The Cuarrman. I order you to answer the question. 

Mr. Wrrr. All right. Then I object on the ground that the ques- 
tion violates my rights under the first amendment. 

The CramMan. That is overruled. 

Mr. Wirr. Then I refuse to answer on the grounds that under the 
fifth amendment I may not be compelled to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Sourwine. To facilitate proceedings, Mr. Chairman, may I 
suggest that it be stipulated—incidentally, the record doesn’t show 
the witness is attended by counsel. That is my oversight. 

Will counsel give his name? 

Mr. Forer. Joseph Forer. 

Mr. Sourwine. Of Washington, D. C.? 

Mr. Forer. Washington, D. C. 

Mr. Sourwrne. May it be stipulated that at any time when the 
witness claims his right to refuse to answer a question on grounds 
that it will incriminate him, he desires first to claim an asserted 
privilege not to answer because of immateriality and, second, because 
of a claimed right under the first amendment, and that in each case 
the Chair has overruled those objections. 
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Mr. Wirr. So it is understood that no matter what I am asked by 
you or the committee, that any objection as to materialty and the 
first amendment is not well taken. Well. we will save time that w: ay. 
1 think I understand that to be the position of the committee anyway. 
i will agree to that. 

Mr. Sourwine. You overlook the fact, Mr. Witt, that it is within 

he power of the Chair at any time to permit your claim, to allow 
your « objection. Iam simply attempting to save time here. 

[ am assuming that your future objections will be the same as the 
ones you have already made, and would get the same ruling of the 
Chair. 

If you don’t desire that stipulation, I will be very glad to have 
you go ahead. I am saving time for you, sir, and not the committee. 

Mr. Wrrr. Right: I appreciate that, Mr. Sourwine, but I would 
rather not save time in this area 

Mr. Sourwine. There will be no stipulation. 

Did you know the firm of Unger, Friedman & Fleischer as the 
(‘ommunist Party law office during the period 1945 to 1949? 

Mr. Wirr. If by that you mean that they represented the Com- 
munist Party from time to time, I did know that. 

Mr. Sourwitne. Did you know that this law office had supplied 
Communist Party leaders with mimeographed instructions on the 
first and fifth amendments as far back as 1948 ? 

Mr. Wirr. Senator McClellan, are you acting as chairman? 

Well, Senator McClellan, I want to object to that on the grounds 
of materiality. 

These are lawyers Mr. Sourwine is talking about, giving advice 
about the Constitution of the United States to their clients. Here 
I am, as attorney for Clinton Jencks, and I am being asked a question 
about some other lawyers who advised their clients. Now, Senator 
McClellan, there are some limits to this. 

Mr. Sourwine. You are not claiming any privilege regarding com- 
inunications between another lawyer and client, are you, Mr. Witt ? 

Mr. Wrrr. No; I am just outraged, as a lawyer, that I should be 
asked by another lawyer, especially in its context, when I am here 
only because I have been doing my job as a lawyer, to comment on 
the fact that other law yers gave advice ‘a their clients about the 
Constitution of the United States, specific ‘ally, the Bill of Rights. 

Mr. Sourwtne. The question is; did you know ? 

Mr. Wirt. What is the relevance if I knew or didn’t know whether 
he did or didn’ t ? 

Senator McCietnian. Let’s not argue about it. You can make 
any objection you care to. If you wish to object to it, the Chair will 
take the appropriate action. 

Objection is overruled. Answer the question. .Proceed. 

Mr. Wrrr. I object on the grounds of the first amendment that | 
may not be asked about other lawyers giving advice to their clients 
about the first amendment. 

Senator McCiettan. Objection is overruled. 

Mr. Wirt. Or about the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you decline to answer, claiming your privilege 
under the fifth amendment, Mr. Witt ? 


59886—55—pt. 9 6 
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Mr. Wrrr. Yes, but I call it the privilege not to be a witness against 
myself, Mr. Sourwine—not the privilege against. self-incrimination. 

Mr. Sovurwtne. Did you ever have any connection with the lawyers 
section of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Wirt. May I adopt Mr. Sourwine’s suggestion about a stipula 
tion on this? 

Mr. Sourwine. You declined stipulation, sir. Go ahead. 

Mr. Wirvr. I object on the grounds of materiality. 

Senator McCietian. Objection is overruled. 

Mr. Wrrr. I object on the grounds that it violates my rights under 
the first amendment. 

Senator McCieiian. Objection is overruled. 

Mr. Wirr. I refuse to answer on the grounds that under the fifth 
amendment I may not be compelled to be a witness against myself, 
either about my political beliefs or affiliations or whether my name 
is Jewish or not. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Witt, as a matter of fact, you may not be re- 
quired to be a witness against yourself, about any thing. 

Mr. Wirr. But in this context these are the things I am objecting 
to. You are not asking me about what I had for “break fast, but at 
this rate you will be asking me what some lawyer who is alleged to 
be a member of the Communist Party had for breakfast and ‘whom 
he had breakfast with yesterday. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you connected with the Lawyers Commission 
or Law Commission of the Communist Party, U.S. A.? 

Mr. Wirt. I object on the grounds of materiality. 

Senator McCLe._Lan. Objection is overruled. 

Mr. Wirr. I object on the grounds that it violates my rights under 
the first amendment. 

Senator McCLetian. Objection is overruled. 

Mr. Wirt. I refuse to answer on the grounds that under the fifth 
amendment I may not be compelled to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you connected at the present time with any 
group designated for the purpose of planning legal strategy and 
tactics for the Communist Party, U.S. A.? 

Mr. Wirt. Mr. Sourwine, I am getting to the point of compliment- 
ing you on avoiding the kind of “questions you asked in Salt Lake 
City in October 19! 52, but that is the kind of question I object to, it 
is so general and so meaningless. 

Really, Mr. Sourwine, you are talking to a lawyer. Does that 
mean, do I ever talk to Communists? Certainly I talk to Communists. 
I talk to anybody who comes into my office for legal advice. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Are you now or have you ever been a member of 
the National Committee of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Wrrr. Why, you are promoting me, Mr. Sourwine. 

No, I am sorry, I don’t mean to be facetious. I am not. I have 
never been. 

oa SourwINe. Are you now or have you ever been a member of 

the National Board of the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Wirt. [am not. I have never been. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you now or have you ever been a member of 


the legal commission or any other legal body of the Communist Party ? 


Mr. Wirr. I thought you asked me that, but maybe you didn’t. I 
object on the grounds of materiality. 
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Senator McCLeLian. Objection is overruled. 

Mr. Wrrr. I object on the grounds that the question violates my 
rights under the first amendment. 

Senator McC.LeLitan. Objection overruled. 

Mr. Wirr. I refuse to answer on the grounds that under the fifth 
amendment I may not be compelled to be a witness against myself. 

Senator McCie.ian, All right. Proceed. 

Mr. SourwrNe. Are you a member of any committee or group in 
the Communist Party, together with Harry Sacher or Mary M. 
Kaufman ¢ 

Mr. Witt. No. 

Mr. SourwtnE. Were you present at the Communist Party con- 
vention in 1945 ¢ 

Mr. Wirr. Where was that held, Mr. Sourwine ? 

Mr. SourwtneE. I wasn’t there, Mr. Witt. 

Mr. Wrrr. Well, I have no recollection as to whether I was there 
or where it was held or anything else about it. 

Mr. Sourwine. Have you ever been present at a convention of the 
Communist Party, U.S. A.? 

Mr. Wirt. As a delegate, as an observer, as adviser, as a newspaper- 
man, a lawyer ¢ 

Mr. Sourwrne. I didn’t ask you to specify. I just asked you if you 
were present. Ifthe answer is “No,” it will save time. 

Mr. Wirr. In any capacity ? 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes. 

Mr. Wrrr. I object to it on the ground of immateriality. 

Senator McCie.itan. Objection overruled. 

Mr. Wirt. I object on the grounds the question violates my rights 
under the first amendment. 

Senator McCre.tan. Overruled. 

Mr. Wirr. I refuse to answer on the grounds that, under the fifth 
amendment to the Constitution, I may not be compelled to be a wit- 
ness against myself. 

Senator McCie.uan. Proceed. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever attend a Communist plenum / 

Aren’t you familiar with that term ? 

Mr. Wirr. As a lawyer I am familiar with the materials where the 
term is used, but I don’t know how you use it; I really don’t. 

Mr. Sourwrye. Do you know how the Communist Party uses the 
term “plenum” ?¢ 

Mr. Wrrr. I do not. 

Mr. Sourwrye. Did you ever attend a plenary session of officials of 
the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Wirt. I don’t know what a plenary session is, except when 
treaties of peace are signed and that kind of business, so I just don’t 
understand the question. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did you ever attend a closed meeting of officials 
of the Communist Party for the discussion and transaction of high 
level party business ? ; 

Mr. Wirr. May I have that question repeated ? 

(Question read.) 

Mr. Wrrr. Well, now, I am afraid we are getting into the defini- 
tions which the late Senator McCarran left behind him. I must 
object on the grounds of materiality. 
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Senator McCLettan. Objection overruled. 

Mr. Wrrr. I object on the grounds that the question violates my 
rights under the first amendment. 

Senator McCLet.an. Objection overruled. 

Mr. Wrrr. I refuse to answer on the grounds that under the fifth 
amendment I may not be compelled to be a witness against myself. 

Senator McCienian. All right, proceed. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Witt, what have been your dealings with J. 
Peters, former head of the underground group of the Communist 
Party in Washington, D. C.? 

Mr. Wrrr. I object on the grounds of materiality. 

Senator McCLe.tan. Objection overruled. 

Mr. Wrrr. I object on the grounds that the question violates my 
rights under the first amendment. 

Senator MeCiettanx. That objection is overruled. 

Mr. Wrrr. I refuse to answer on the grounds that under the fifth 
amendment I may not be compelled to be a witness against myself. 

Senator McCie..an. Proceed. 

Mr. Sourwrine. Mr. Witt, were you ever a member of a group or 
organization which included among its other members Lee Pressman, 
Whittaker Chambers, Harold Ware, Victor Perlo, Charles Kramer, 
and Henry Collins? 

Mr. Wirt. | objec t on the grounds of materiality. 

Senator McCieiian. Objection overruled. 

Mr. Wirr. I object on the grounds that the question violates my 
rights under the first amendment. 

Senator McCret.an. Objection overruled. 

Mr. Wirr. I refuse to answer on the grounds that under the fifth 
amendment T may not be compelled to be a witness against myself. 

Senator McCLe.tan. Proceed. 

Mr. Sourwine. When you were with the National Labor Relations 
Board did you have the responsibility for the staff hiring and firing 
during the period when you were Secretary ¢ 

Mr. Wrrr. IT had responsibility as Secretary for recommending hir 
ing and firing of all except the legal staff. 

Mr. Sourwine. Were you responsible during that period for the 
employment by the N: tional Labor Relations Board of any person 
or persons known to you at the time to be Communists ? 

Mr. Wrrr. At the time, I was responsible for helping build up one 
of the finest Government staffs that Washington ever saw, and neither 
I nor the members of the Board were concerned with the political 
affiliations of the people on the staff. All we were concerned with was 
their devotion to an act passed by the Congress of the United States, 
and with their competency. 

Mr. Sourwine. Would you answer the question, please / 

Mr. Wirr. History records that that was a wise policy, and the 
policies which have been pursued since then have been most un- 
fortunate. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, will you answer the question, please. 

Have you forgotten it? 

Mr. Wrrr. No: I think I remember. 

Mr. Sourwine. Would you answer it, please. 

Mr. Wrrr. If you want it answered in your form, Mr. Sourwine, 
I object on the grounds of materiality. 
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Senator McCietian. Objection overruled. 


Mr. Wirt. I object on the grounds that the question violates my 
rights under the first amendment. 


Senator McCLeLLAn. Overruled. 


Mr. Wirt. I refuse to answer the question on the grounds that un- 


der the fifth amendment I may not be compelled to be a witness 
against myself. 


"Mr. SourwIneE. Mr. Chairman, I ask that there be inserted in the 
record at this point a short t excerpt from the t testimony of David J. 
Saposs before the Internal Security Subcommittee in our Govern- 


ment hearings on June 4, 1953. It is less than two pages, and bears 
on this subject. 


Senator McCie.tian. Without objection that will be ordered. 


(The material referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 53” and appears 
below :) 


EXHIBIT No. 53 


‘TESTIMONY OF DAvip J. Saposs BEFORE SENATE INTERNAL SECURITY SUBCOMMITTEE 
RE GovERNMENT HEARINGS, JUNE 4, 1953 


Mr. Saposs. Well, Nathan Witt, first, as I mentioned, was the attorney of the 
Review Board, which was the unit which reviewed all cases and, of course, in 
reviewing cases, it was possible to interpret and analyze data. 

Later on when he became secretary, he was, of course, the executive officer of 
the Board, which gave him full responsibility for the staff in the National Labor 
Relations Board, except the attorneys, and it gave him responsibility for the 
staff in the regions, the hiring of the regional directors, the hiring of the field 
examiners; again, everyone in the regional offices, except the attorneys. 

In addition thereto, of course, all the routine work of the Board, such as, for 
instance, the assigning of the order in which cases were to be heard, the citing 
of how the material pertaining to particular cases was to be presented to the 
Board in executive session—all of that gravitated and was carried through the 
Secretary of the Board, and therefore, Nathan Witt, as Secretary of the Board, 
was undoubtedly the most influential person in the conduct of the affairs of the 
Board 

> 2 * cd : . - 

Mr. Saposs. * * * Mr. Madden, the Chairman of the Board, seemed to be 
always preoccupied with the legal problems and legal principles of the Board, 
and paid very little attention to the administrative problems; so that in that 
ase both Nathan Witt and Edwin Smith were in the position to actually run 
the Board. 


. * *x + * a & 


Mr. Morris. I wonder if you would just amplify a little more about the powers 
that Nathan Witt had at that time? 

Mr. Saposs. Well, as I mentioned, he was able if any case came in—ary case 
that came in, of course, came to him directly. He was able to decide the order 
in which it was to appear. He was the one that presented a digest to the Board 
as to the issues in the case. He recommended to the Board what particular 
action should be taken, and so on, and in that way, of course, he had a tremendous 
nfluence; and also by appointing. You see, the civil service did not apply to 
the employees of the NLRB, and by appointing field examiners who were the 
ones, of course, who made the investigations, by appointing the regional direc- 
tors, by controlling the staff at the National Headquarters, he was, of course, 
in a position to exercise the greatest influence of anybody connected with the 
Board including the Board members. 

Mr. Morris. So the solicitations of these various organizations (League for 
Peace and Democracy and League of Women Shoppers, the Washington Book 
Shop) which have been listed by the Attorney General to be Communist organi- 
zations went on during office hours? 

Mr. Saposs. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Was that done very frequently, Mr. Saposs? 

Mr. Saposs. It was routine, I should say. 
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Mr. Morris. Do you think Mr. Witt and Mr. Smith, about whom we have been 
talking, knew about that? 

Mr. Saposs. Oh, it was pretty generally understood that it was being done with 
their approval and support. 

Mr. Morris. When you say it was generally understood, sir, you mean that 
there were conversations to that effect? 

Mr. Saposs. The staff people knew that it was done with their support and 
approval, and were undoubtedly influenced in signing petitions and making 
donations, were influenced because of the fact that these two people, who were 
influential people, approved of these activities. 

* * * * * * . 

Mr. Morris. Now, did he (Thomas I. Emerson) generally share the outlook 
and the position that was held by Smith and Witt? 

Mr. Saposs. Yes; he was pretty sympathetic to that role. He was, of course 
a key member of the National Lawyers’ Guild and was very active in it, and it 
was commonly understood insofar as the National Labor Relations Board was 
concerned, that he was of sort of a triumvirate; that it was Ed Smith and Nate 
Witt and Tom Emerson who were the triumvirate and the key people who 
influenced the direction and activities and the hiring of staff within the Board. 

* + * ~ * * s 

Mr. Morris. What was Allan Rosenberg’s position? 

Mr. Saposs. He was Nathan Witt’s assistant, and a very energetic, dynamic, 
keen individual, who was sort of regarded as Nathan Witt’s hatchetman. 

Mr. Wirr. Mr. Chairman, we went through 7 years of Labor Board 
history with extensive hearings held by different committees of the 
Congress of the United States, running to tens of thousands of pages, 
and to select an excerpt from the testimony of some disgruntled 
employee years later, without throwing the whole subject wide open— 
Senator McClellan, you tried to improve the procedures of investi- 
gating committees during the McCarthy hearings. Look what you 
are doing. How can you Justify that as a lawyer? 

Senator McCieiian. Let’s save our compliments, and we are going 
to save time. It will be made a part of the record. Period. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, may there be inserted in the record 
at this point the testimony of Nathan Witt in our hearings on Inter- 
locking Subversion in Government, testimony given before this com- 
mittee on May 26, 1953. 

Senator McCietitan. It may be inserted in the record, without 
objection. 

(The material referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 54” and appears 
below :) 

EXHIBIT No. 54 


Mr. Morris (Robert Morris, subcommittee counsel). Mr. Nathan Witt. 

The CHAIRMAN (Senator Jenner), Will you be sworn, Mr. Witt? Do you sol- 
emnly swear that the testimony you will give in this hearing will be the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Witt. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF NATHAN Witt, New York, N. Y., ACCOMPANIED By Hits COUNSEL, 
JOSEPH ForRER, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


The CHAIRMAN. State your name to the committee. 

Mr. Wirt. I am sorry, Senator, Nathan Witt. 

The CHAIRMAN. Where do you reside, Mr. Witt? 

Mr. Wirt. 160 West 77th Street, New York City. 

The CHaIrMAN. What is your business or profession? 

Mr. Wirt. I am a lawyer. 

The CHAIRMAN, Let the record show that Mr. Witt is present here with his 
counsel, Mr. Forer. 

Proceed, Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Witt, what degrees do you hold? 
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Mr. Wirt. I have a bachelor of science degree from Washington Square Col- 
lege of New York University, and I hold a law degree from the Harvard Law 
School. 

Mr. Morris. What years did you obtain those degrees? 

Mr. Wirr. In 1927 my college degree; in 1982 my law degree. 

Mr. MorkiIs. Mr. Witt, what has been your Government employment? 

Mr. Wirt. I entered the service of the Agricultural Adjustment Administra- 
tion of the Department of Agriculture in July, I think it was, of 1933. I was a 
member of the legal staff of the AAA. In February 1934 I joined the legal 
staff of the old National Labor Relations Board set up pursuant to Public Reso- 
lution 44 under the National Industrial Recovery Act. 

In July 19385 when the Wagner Act became effective, I, together with the rest 
of the staff of the old Board, was taken over by the Board appointed pursuant 
to the Wagner Act. I was on the legal staff of that Board. 

In December 1935, I believe it was, I was appointed Assistant General Coun 
sel of the Board, and in November 1937 I was appointed Secretary of the Board, 
and I remained Secretary in active service until some time toward the end of 
1940, although I may have continued on the payroll because of accrued annual 
leave until some time early in 1941. 

Mr. Morris. What was your salary as Secretary of the National Labor Rela- 
tions Board? 

Mr. Wirt. I believe it was $7,500 a year, Mr. Morris, at least at the time I 
resigned. It may have been somewhat lower when I took the post. 

Mr. Morris. Were you associated with Edwin S. Smith? You served as Secre- 
tary when he was a member of the Board, did you not? 

Mr. Witt. I did, Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Witt, you have had no more Government employment since 
that time, is that your testimony? 

Mr. Wirt. That is my testimony. 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen, take your pictures, and while the witness is tes- 
tifying do not take a picture. 

Senator SmirH. Do you have any objection? 

Mr. Wirr. I have no objection except that I want that light to go out; it 
bothers my eyes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now then, will you turn the light out, please? 

Mr. Wirt. Thank you, Senator. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Witt, you are acquainted with the American Communications 
Association, are you not? 

Mr. Wirr. I am not sure of the word “acquainted,” Mr. Morris. I know there 
is such an organization. 

Mr. Morris. It is a labor union, is it not? 

Mr. Wirt. This is the American Communications Association? 

Mr. Morris, Yes. It is a labor union? 

Mr. Wirt. Association. 

Mr. Morris. When did you first become aware of the American Communica- 
tions Association? 

Mr. Wrrr. I wouldn’t be sure, Mr. Morris. My best recollection, although 
I would be reluctant to be held to my oath on it, is that it was organized during 
the early days of the CIO, 1936, 1937, perhaps in 1938, and I think I heard its 
name at that time. I was with the Labor Board in the labor field, and I would 
know about labor organizations operating in this country. 

Mr. Morris. I see. The Columbia Broadcasting System, the RCA Communi- 
cations, Ine., Postal Telegraph, RCA Communications, Inc., Western Union Tele- 
graph, Postal Telegraph, those organizations were all up before you while you 
were secretary of the Board, were they not? I have the dates here, October 11, 
1938, for the Columbia Broadcasting System; November 27, 1938, for the RCA 
Communications ; November 22, 1938, for the Postal Telegraph? You remember 
that the organizing of the workers of these various communications corporations 
was a consideration before you while you were secretary of the Board? 

Mr. Wirt. I now recollect, Mr. Morris, that before the organization became 
known as the ACA, it was known as the ARTA, the American Radio Telegraphers 
Association. As far as the names of those companies are concerned, I have no 
present recollection of all of them. I have a recollection of the Western Union 
case because that was an important case in which the Board disestablished the 
important and long-standing company union which Western Union organized. at 
the same time the other big American employers organized their unions. 
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I remember that one, and I remember the Postal Telegraph case. I think that 
was a significant and difficult case because it involved a national election with all 
kinds of problems. I have a vague recollection of a case involving CBS. I have 
a good recollection of a case involving RCA. 

Mr. Morris. Well, now 

Mr. Wirt. I don’t recall the other names. 

Mr. Morris. So that this hearing can be put in its proper perspective, we have 
had Nathaniel Weyl testify before this committee and Whittaker Chambers 
testify before this committee to the effect that you were a member of the original 
Harold Ware cell that operated in Washington in the early thirties. 

The question is, were you a member of the Harold Ware cell of the Communist 
Party at that time? 

Mr. Wirr. Mr. Morris, I think you are familiar with testimony I have given 
before congressional committees before? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. 

Mr. Wirt. I think this is the fourth time I have appeared before a congressional 
committee, and I think for the fourth time I will have to decline to answer that 
question on the grounds that under the fifth amendment I may not be compelled 
to bear witness against myself. 

Mr. Morris. And your answer to all such questions put to you you would refuse 
to answer 

Mr. Wirt. I would on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Including the time that you were secretary of the National Labor 
Relations Board? 

Mr. Wirt. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. Would you tell us whether or not you were attending secret meet- 
ings of the Communist Party while you were secretary of the National Labor 
Relations Board? 

Mr. Wirr. I refuse to answer that, and may it be understood, Mr. Chairman, 
when I say on the same grounds it will be understood that I am taking the privi- 
lege under the fifth amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. That you are not compelled to testify against yourself? 

Mr. Witt. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Are you a present member of the Communist Party, Mr. Witt? 

Mr. Wirt. Same refusal. 

Mr. Morris. The National Labor Relations Board which you served on set up 
the framework whereby all these various unions are now being certified, did it 
not, Mr. Witt? The framework is essentially the same? 

Mr. Witt. You mean the election procedure or the representation? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. 

Mr. Witt. Essentially the same. It has been modified and seriously weakened 
by the Taft-Hartley Act in ways which I do not approve, but I don’t think you 
are interested in that. Essentially the procedure of conducting elections and 
certifying unions is the same, 

Mr. Morris, I see. You have represented the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers 
Union? 

Mr. Witt. I do, and I represent the International Mine, Mill, and Smelter 
Workers Union. 

Mr. Morris. From time to time you have done work for the individual com- 
munications unions, and you have been amicus curiae, you have told us today 
in executive session, in cases involving the ACA. Now both of those unions have 
been expelled from the CIO, have they not, Mr. Witt? 

Mr. Wirt. Yes; that is correct. Mr. Morris, I have no recollection; I didn’t 
intend in my testimony in the executive session to indicate filing an amicus 
curiae brief in behalf of the ACA, but I said I might have; I wouldn’t be sur- 
prised to find that I had. 

The CHAIRMAN, For our record I want to state at this time that in 1951 the 
Internal Security Subcommittee of the Committee on the Judiciary held 
extensive hearings on the American Communications Association. In those hear- 
ings the Communist control over that organization was amply established. This 
American Communications Association is now the certified bargaining agent for 
some approximately 5,000 employees of Western Union Telegraph Co. in the 
metropolitan area of New York City and some 200 employees of the Western 
Union Cable Co. in New York City, for RCA Communications on the east and 
west coasts and for employees in certain broadcasting stations, mostly in New 
York and in Philadelphia. 
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Recently a National Labor Relations Board secret ballot election among the 
Western Union employees in New York City was held on May 19, 1953, when 
the employees voted 2,421 to 1,619 in favor of the American Communications 
Association as against the American Federation of Labor. 

Another National Labor Relations Board election is now being held among 
approximately 1,800 employees of the American Cable & Radio Co. and the 
American Communications Association is on the ballot. The results of this 
election are to be announced on the 28th day of May. This Internal Security 
Subcommittee has taken cognizance of the situation at this time. 

In view of the following facts found after preliminary survey by the staff of 
this subcommittee, the main office of the Western Union Telegraph Co. is located 
in the Western Union Building at 60 Hudson Street, New York City, N. Y. Tele- 
graph circuits to all major cities in the United States terminate in or are relayed 
through this building. Telegraph messages of all kinds are handled by the 
employees, the majority of whom are members and under the control of the 
American Communications Association. 

Many of the messages are Government messages. For example, the following 
Government agencies are served by telegraph circuits, tie-lines, connecting the 
main Western Union office and the agency offices. The following is a partial list 
of these circuits: The United States Defense Department Signal Center of the 
First Army, headquarters at Fort Wadsworth; the United States Naval Air 
Station, Floyd Bennett Field, Brooklyn; the New York Port of Embarkation in 
Brooklyn; the United States Naval Shipyards, Brooklyn; Sea Transport 
Station, Atlantic Division, Army’s piers 1, 2, 3, and 4; the United States Naval 
Communications Service, 90 Church Street, New York; Governors Island and 
Fort Jay, the Second Service Command. 

The importance of the Western Union Telegraph Co. and the Western Union 
Cable Co. in our country’s defense program can be judged by the following which 
appeared in the company’s annual report for 1952: 

“More deep-sea amplifiers were placed in service, further increasing interna- 
tional cable capacity, increased service requirements of the Armed Forces, other 
governmental departments and defense industries were fully met. Of special 
importance was the expansion of the extensive leased communications system 
furnished by Western Union for governmental and other large customers. The 
company was awarded Government contracts by the Air Force, the Navy, and the 
Signal Corps for the development of special electronic equipment and for other 
projects involving a total of $6 million,” 

The Senate Internal Security Subcommittee takes cognizance of that situation 
as possessing a threat to the internal security of this country. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Witt, you understand the situation the Senator just described? 
You understand that the election of the ACA was just held? 

Mr. Witt. I saw that in the press. 

Mr. Morris. You know that as a practical fact? 

Mr. Witt. I don’t know what you mean by “a practical fact.” I know it from 
the press; that is all I know it from. 

Mr. Morris. You do not know it from any of your associate lawyers? 

Mr. Wirt. I heard it mentioned in passing the other day by somebody in the 
labor union the way you mention developments, but that is all I know. I saw 
from the press that ACA won by a larger majority this year than they won last 
year or 2 years ago. 

Mr. Morris. Yes. And you know from your experience as Secretary of the 
National Labor Relations Board that when that election is held that 
be followed up by a certification by the NLRB? 

Mr. Witt. So the law provides, Mr. Morris. That is what the election is held 
for, to determine whether the employees, the majority of them, vote for one of 
the labor unions. If they do, that union is certified. 

Mr. Morris. And you recognize that there is very little, there is nothing, that 
the Western Union Co. or those other companies involved here can do about this 
situation? 

Mr. Witt. Mr. Morris, I am not appearing as counsel for Western Union. Do 
you want me to talk as an expert on the labor situation? 

Mr. Morris. I do. 

Mr. Wirt. I am reluctant to do it because I might be in the position to give 
advice to Western Union if I were representing them, but I am reluctant to do 
that under subpena. 

Mr. Morris. Senator Jenner made a statement that the situation exists in the 
communications industry in New York that possesses a threat to the internal 


it will 
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security of this country. You were the secretary of the Board that set up this 
framework, and it is on that basis that we are asking you these questions. 

Mr. Wirr. Well, I still object to it, Mr. Morris. I would like a ruling from 
the Chair, Senator Jenner. I am in an awkward position. Please bear in mind 
that I am a member of the bar; that I represent the International Union of Mine, 
Mill, and Smelter Workers, and now Mr. Morris is asking me a question which I 
would be delighted to answer if Mr. Morris sets me up as a labor expert in a 
different context, but in this context he is in effect asking me to give advice to 
the Western Union Telegraph Co. 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly you are considered as a labor expert. You spent 
many years down here with the NLRB, you helped organize and set it up as 
secretary. You were the secretary when that apparatus was set up of which 
I just talked about. 

Mr. Wirt. If you believe from all that that I am expert, I am delighted to 
accept the characterization. 

The CHAIRMAN. Give us your opinion. 

Mr. Wirr. Well, as a member of the bar I still insist in all sincerity that I am 
caught on the horns of this dilemma. If you ask me as an expert, I would want 
to give you an honest answer, and my record shows that I have been in the labor 
field for many years, and I always try to give the right answers. 

At the moment the question involves necessarily by its very nature giving 
advice to the Western Union Telegraph Co. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, there is one thing I would like to have understood, 
that in trying to solve the situation—our staff has been working on the problem— 
and the NLRB is of the opinion that they themselves can do nothing about it 
because of the framework which has been existing for many years and which was 
set up at the time Mr. Witt was secretary of the Board. So that is why you are 
being asked these questions. 

Mr. Wirr. Mr. Morris, the field of Federal regulations didn’t begin with Nathan 
Witt as secretary of the Board. It began with Congress and many other de- 
velopments many, Many years ago. In fact, I never would have become secretary 
of the Labor Board unless Congress had passed the Wagner Act. So it is the 
Congress that set up this machinery and not Nathan Witt, or Edwin Smith, or 
anybody else. We were appointed to carry out the congressional will as ex- 
pressed in the Wagner Act, and that is what we were doing, and that is what this 
Board is doing when it conducts elections like it did the other day among the 
employees of the Western Union. 

Mr. Morrts. Mr. Witt, did you aid in the formulation of the Wagner Act? 

Mr. Wirr. I have no clear recollection that I played any significant role in that, 
Mr. Morris. The old Board then had a very, very small staff, and my best recol- 
lection would be that the bill or the drafts of the bill were passed around and all 
of us may have made some comments and that kind of thing, but my recollection 
is quite clear that I can’t be honored by being regarded as the principal draftsman 
or one of the principal draftsmen of the Wagner Act. 

Mr. Morris. Did you not testify this morning that you aided in a small way in 
the formulation of the Labor Act? 

Mr. Wirr. I tried to say that now; if I misspoke myself, Mr. Morris, I was 
trying to say the same thing. In a small way. I just indicated that my recol- 
lection is we saw drafts of bills, and we may have made comments to other 
people who had the principal responsibility. 

Mr. Morris. The bill was influenced largely by the recomme ndations of the 
NLRB at that time? 

Mr. Wirr. I wouldn’t say that, Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Morris. Give us your views. 

Mr. Wirt. My recollection, as you know and as I have indicated already by 
my testimony, the National Labor Relations Act is also called the Wagner Act 
for obvious reasons. My recollection is that Senator Wagner, the late Senator 
Wagner, and his staff were responsible for drafting that bill and putting it in 
shape. 

As I have tried to say, insofar as I and other people at the Labor Board played 
a role, it was a minor role. Maybe some of the others on the Labor Board played 
a more important role than I did, but I don’t have too clear a recollection. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, at another session this committee has gone into 
Mr. Witt’s role with the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Work- 
ers. I think that that is amply covered in other hearings, and we will not ask 
Mr. Witt that but relate that testimony to this part of the particular session. 

The CHAIRMAN, It will be related. 


Oe 
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Mr. Wirt. Mr. Chairman, in view of that statement of Mr. Morris, may I 
ask for one ruling from the Chair? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes, 

Mr. Witt. As Mr. Morris just said, this committee under the chairmanship 
of Chairman McCarran conducted hearings on the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Work- 
ers Union at Salt Lake City in October 1952. I appeared there representing the 
witnesses and also as a witness in my own right. There had been testimony 
there by one J. B. Matthews that testimony had been given before a congres- 
sional committee that I had engaged in espionage. 

When I took the witness stand before Senator McCarran in Salt Lake City I 
denied that, and I asked Senator McCarran to require such testimony, if this 
existed, to be made a part of the record. He denied my request. 

Since this is the same committee I would like to make the request to this 
committee that the testimony which Mr. Matthews gave, if it does exist, be made 
a part of this record. 

The CHAIRMAN. I will take the matter up with Senator McCarran. I was not 
present at those hearings. 

Senator Smiru (Willis Smith). Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. Senator Smith. 

Senator SmMi1TrH. Mr. Witt’s statement is in the record here, and I do not know 
what he means by making it a part of this hearing. 

The CHAIRMAN. Relating it. 

Senator SmirH. Whatever has been said has been said, and Mr. Witt has had 
a chance to say just what he said now, and it is all right with me. 

The CHAIRMAN. It will only be related to this hearing, Senator. 

Mr. Morris. I have no more questions. 

Senator SmitH. I have a question or two. 

The CHAIRMAN, Senator Smith. 

Senator SMITH. Mr. Witt, I believe you refused to answer the questions as to 
whether or not you are or have been a Communist, relying on the rights under the 
fifth amendment not to testify against yourself. That is correct, is it not? 

Mr. Witt. That is correct, Senator Smith. 

Senator SmirH. And you still decline to answer the question as to whether 
you were or are a Communist? 

Mr. Wirt. I do, Senator. 

Senetor SMITH. And upon the same grounds that for you to answer that ques- 
tion would tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Wirt. I prefer the language of the Constitution, Senator Smith, if you 
don’t mind. You area lawyer; I am a lawyer, and despite the fact I am here in 
my capacity as a layman, as a witness, I still can’t disengage my personality 
from my profession. I know the language of the fifth amendment, and I prefer, 
as I have indicated, to use the language of the fifth amendment, which confers 
upon me the right not to be witness against himself. 

Senator SmiruH. I thought that is the way you said it, and I want to get it 
clear in the record. 

Mr. WITT. Yes. 

Senator SMiTH. Now, Mr. Witt, if you were not a Communist or had not been 
a Communist and so stated to this committee this morning, there would be no 
way that such a statement by you would tend to incriminate you or would con- 
stitute testimony against you, would it? 

Mr. WiTT. I am not sure of that, Mr. Smith, and I would be delighted to argue 
that point with you if we were both standing on an equal basis before an appel- 
late court. I don’t think this is the forum for that kind of debate. I have gone 
through it before, Senator Smith. I think I know my rights, as I have stated, 
under the fifth amendment. I have advised clients on the fifth amendment, and 
no matter how you care to phrase it, Senator Smith, I know on the basis of de- 
cisions of the United States Supreme Court and other Federal Courts, I know 
it is sufficient if I claim my rights and the language, and I have done so. 

Senator SmirH. Mr. Witt, it is entirely all right for me so far as I am con- 
cerned for you to display your knowledge of law. I was asking you as a simple 
fact that if as a matter of fact you had not been a Communist and were not a 
Communist and you so stated, if in your opinion there was any way that that 
‘an incriminate you or constitute giving testimony against yourself? 

Mr. Witt. If you want me to answer that, Mr. Smith——— 

Senator SmirH. As a fact. 

Mr. Wirt. I don’t think you can call that a fact question. I think that ques- 
tion calls for a legal conclusion. I heard Mr. Joseph give you his answer, he is a 
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layman, but I will give you the answer Mr. Joseph gave you. I shall remind 
you, too, Senator Smith, if it takes a reminder, that the Supreme Court said that 
the fifth amendment, the clause providing that you may not be a witness against 
yourself, is a protection to the innocent, not only to the guilty. 

The Supreme Court has said that on several occasions. So I think that the 
practice of this committee and other committees to draw unfavorable inferences 
for the purpose of the committee is a practice which is not consistent with the 
decisions of the United States Supreme Court. 

Senator SMITH. Well now, up to the present time, Mr. Witt, do you think that 
this committee has been unfair to you this morning? 

Mr. Witt. No; I have no complaint against the manner of the committee, the 
manner in which the questions have been put tome. I am familiar with the way 
that the committee operates, and I have not been surprised. I think the entire 
premise on which this committee is operating is unfair, I don’t agree with it, 
and I will continue to disagree with it as long as this committee and similar 
committees continue to function as they have been functioning. 

Senator SMITH. You said something about the union just now when you were 
answering a question of Mr. Morris. You recognize, do you not, that there are 
good unions and bad unions; that there may be unions that have Communist 
members that want to get them out, and there may be unions that have Com- 
munist members that do not want to get them out? 

Mr. Wirr. There are good Senators and bad Senators, good banks and bad 
banks, good employers and bad employers, good unions and bad unions. 

Senator SmMirH. Do you mean to say that the American Communications Asso- 
ciation is a good or bad union? 

Mr. Wi1tT. In my opinion it is a good union. 

Senator SmirH. You know it is Communist-dominated, do you not? 

Mr. Wirt. I know it has been called that. 

Senator SMirH. Well, do you not know that there has been proof to that effect? 

Mr. Wirt. I don’t know that. I know there has been testimony. 

Senator SMITH. What? 

Mr. Witt. I know there has been testimony. 

Senator SmitrH. You know there has been testimony to the effect that it was 
Communist dominated? 

Mr. Wirr. I don’t remember the phrase, Communist-dominated, Communist- 
supported, Communist-influenced, but I know there has been testimony along 
such lines. 

Senator SmrirH. Do you know Mr. E. S. Smith, who was a member of the 
Labor Board? 

Mr. Witt. Yes; I do. 

Senator SmirH. At the same time you were Secretary, I believe? 

Mr. Witt. Yes; I do. 

Senator Smirnm. Did you accompany Mr. Smith on a visit to Mexico City while 
he was on the Board and you were Secretary? 

Mr. Wirt. I don’t recollect that Mr. Smith made a trip to Mexico City. I have 
some vague recollection of that, Senator Smith, but in any event whether he did 
or didn’t I did not accompany him. 

Senator SmirH. You did not accompany him? 

Mr. Witt. No; I did not. 

Senator SmirH. I believe that is all then. 

The CHAIRMAN, I want the staff to take up with the Chairman of the National 

sabor Relations Board the present situation I have just described to see if 
anything can be done or what should be done about the situation. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I would like to point out in that connection that 
the testimony taken to date showed that if somebody, one of the employees, 
were shown to be a member of the Communist Party monitoring these various 
channels, there is nothing the Western Union could do under the existing labor 
legislation, nor could they dismiss the employee because he is a Communist. 

One other thing, Mr. Witt. When you testified before the Smith committee 
back in 1940, you denied Communist Party membership, did you not, or at least 
you submitted a letter? You submitted a letter to that board, to that committee, 
investigating the National Labor Relations Board under the chairmanship of 
Congressman Howard Smith of Virginia? 

The CHARMAN. The record will show that the witness is conferring with 
counsel before responding to the question. 

Mr. Wirt. If you have it there, Mr. Morris, may I see it? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. Why not read the letter, Mr. Witt? 
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Mr. Wirr (after conferring with counsel). You want me to read the letter 
dated October 16, 1940, signed by myself? 

Mr. Morris. Yes; particularly the part that is annotated there. 

Mr. Wirr. All right; I think I know where you mean. 

“However, I do wish to go on record that I am not now, nor have I ever been, 
a member of the Communist Party, a Communist sympathizer, or one who hews 
to the Communist Party line.” 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Witt, would you deny today that that statement that you 
gave at that time was true? 

Mr. Wirt. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

“T wish to comment on certain other matters developed in the course of Con- 
gressman Keefe’s testimony. 

“(1) Congressman Keefe testified that the Dies committee listed my name as 
a member of the American League for Peace and Democracy. It is true that 
I was so listed. At the time the list was published I publicly denied that I was 
a member of the American League for Peace and Democracy. My denial was 
published in the Washington Post and in the New York Times for October 26, 
1939, in stories, photostatic copies of which I attach hereto. Efforts by Chair- 
man Madden and myself to discover through the Dies committee how my name 
came to appear on the list were fruitless. I now reiterate my denial that I was 
at any time a member of the American League for Peace and Democracy. 

“(2) Congressman Keefe testified that in his conversation with Mr. Brooks, 
Mr. Brooks, ‘in a rather nebulous manner, said something about a meeting’ I 
was supposed to have had in a Washington apartment with Messrs. Browder, 
Amter, and Bridges. Congressman Keefe himself testified that he paid no atten 
tion to the story, because it was based on vague rumor. I deny that any such 
meeting took place. 

“(3) While Congressman Keefe was testifying, Mr. Shaughnessy, of the com- 
mittee staff, put in evidence a copy of the column the Capital Parade from the 
Washington Star for October 19, 1939, and copies of my subsequent correspond- 
ence with Robert Kintner, one of the authors of the column, relative to the 
statement in the column that I was ‘an active opponent’ of Judge Pecora and 
Mr. Jerome Frank ‘when they sought to have the Lawyers’ Guild condemn Com 
munist as Well as Fascist dictatorship. I am a member of the National Lawyers’ 
Guild. However, I wish to reiterate what I said in my correspondence with 
Mr. Kintner—that the statement in his column is utterly without foundation. 

“T hereby request that this letter be printed in the proceedings of your com- 
mittee. I am also willing to appear before your committee to testify concerning 
these matters.” 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever meet with Earl Browder, Israel Amter, or Harry 
Bridges? 

Mr. Wirt. I decline to answer that question on the same ground. 

Mr. Morris. I mean, was your denial at that time predicated on the fact that 
these Congressmen conducting this investgiation did not have conclusive evidence 
of your Communist Party membership? 

Mr. Wirt. I decline to answer that question on the same ground, 

Mr. Morrts. I have no more questions. 

The CHAIRMAN. Are there any further questions? 

Senator SMITH. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Senator Smith. 

Senator Smirn. Mr. Witt, I asked you just now if you accompanied Mr. E. 8. 
Smith while he was a member of the Labor Board and you were Secretary on a 
trip to Mexico, and I understand you to say you did not? 

Mr. Wirt. That is right, that was my answer. 

Senator Smira. Now did you at any time accompany Mr. Smith to any Commnu- 
nist meeting? 

Mr. Wirt. I decline to answer that question, Senator, on the same ground. 

Senator Smiryu. Did vou and he belong to the same Communist cell? 

Mr. Wirt. I decline to answer that question on the same ground. 

Senator Smiru. I believe that is all. 

The CHAIRMAN. Are there any further questions? 

Mr. Morris. I would like to put in the record a press release from the National 
Labor Relations Board, dated October 22, 1937, which describes various changes 
taking place in the National Labor Relations Board, changes which affected Mr 
Witt and Mr. Smith. 

The CHAIRMAN. It may become a part of the record. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 216” and filed for the 
record. ) 
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“Exursit No. 216 
“NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS Boarp, WASHINGTON, D. C. 
“(Release for morning papers, Friday, October 22, 1937 (R-882) ) 


“BENEDICT WOLF RESIGNS AS NLRB SECRETARY 


“The National Labor Relations Board has announced the resignation of its 
Secretary, Benedict Wolf, who on November 15 will leave the Board to resume 
the practice of law in New York City. In accepting Mr. Wolf's resignation the 
Board said: 

“*The National Labor Relations Board wishes to express its keen appreciation 
of Mr. Wolf’s unusual devotion and ability in performance of the arduous duties 
of his office.’ 

“When Senator Robert F. Wagner became Chairman of the National Labor 
Board in September 1933, Mr. Wolf served as his legal assistant and secretary 
and subsequently as executive officer of that Board. When that Board was 
replaced by the first National Labor Relations Board in July 1934, Mr. Wolf 
became its Executive Secretary and Assistant General Counsel, serving in that 
eapacity until passage of the National Labor Relations Act in July 1935 when he 
became Secretary of the present Board. He has thus served as an important link 
between the three successive agencies established successfully [successively] 
under NIRA, congressional resolution and act of Congress, which have been en- 
trusted by Congress with implementing the rights of employees to self-organiza- 
tion for the purposes of collective bargaining. 

“The Board also announced the appointment of Nathan Witt, at present Assist- 
ant General Counsel of the Board, to succeed Mr. Wolf as Secretary. Mr. Witt’s 
duties as Assistant General Counsel will be assumed by Thomas I. Emerson, 
of the Board’s legal staff. 

“Mr. Wolf was born at Woodridge, N. Y., on December 22, 1904. He graduated 
in 1924 from the College of the City of New York and in 1928 simultaneously 
took his master of arts degree and his law degree from Columbia University. 
He practiced law in New York for 5 years, 3 of these with his own firm, before 
coming to Washington as Senator Wagner’s legal assistant and secretary. 

“Mr. Witt was born in New York City on February 11, 1903. He graduated 
from New York University in 1927 and from Harvard Law School in 1932. His 
schooling was interrupted several times, sometimes for years at a stretch, by the 
necessity to earn his own living. At Harvard Law School he specialized in labor 
law and during his last year assisted Prof. Joseph A. Beale with the latter's 
treatise on the conflict of laws. After taking his law degree he practiced in New 
York with the firm of Donovan & Raichle. In August 19338 he came to Washing- 
ton as Assistant Chief of the License and Agreement Section in the General 
Counsel’s Office of the Agricultural Adjustment Administration. He came to the 
first NLRB, then under the chairmanship of Lloyd K. Garrison, in July 1934. 
His service with that Board and with the present Board has been continuous. 
On December 1, 1935, he was made Assistant General Counsel in charge of the 
staff of review lawyers. Mr. Witt is the editor of the supplement to James M. 
Landis’ case-book on labor law which has just appeared. 

“Mr. Emerson was born in Passaic, N. J., on July 12, 1907. He was graduated 
from Yale in 1928 and from Yale Law School in 1931, subsequently practicing law 
in New York for 2 years. He came to Washington in 1933 as Assistant Counsel, 
NRA. Upon the organization of the first National Labor Relations Board under 
Chairman Garrison he transferred to the legal staff of that Board. Mr. Emerson 
continued on the staff of the present Board until August 1936, when he resigned 
to join the legal staff of the Social Security Board. After a year’s service with 
the Social Security Board he returned to the National Labor Relations Board: 

“Mr. Witt and Mr. Emerson will assume their new duties on November 15 when 
Mr. Wolf leaves.” 

Senator SmitH. Did Mr. Witt hear that? 

Mr. Morris. This is a press release, Mr. Witt, which announces various changes 
and makes the announcement of your appointment as Secretary of the Labor 
Board. I would like to make that a part of the record and let it speak for itself. 

Senator SmirH. I do not know whether it concerns you, Mr. Witt, but I want 
you have a chance to say whether or not it does. 

Mr. Morris. It is just a press release saying who your predecessor was. 

Mr. Wirt. Yes. 

~ * 2 * + * 
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Mr. Wirt. Just one word if I may be permitted, Mr. Chairman? Mr. Morris, 
in connection with that letter signed by me to the Smith committee, referred 
to in the proceedings of the Smith committee, if you have examined those you 
will have noticed that there is a good deal concerning myself and my work with 
the Labor Board. 

As I fear with respect to many of the activities of this committee and many 
similar committees, I think you build up an unfair record by selecting this and 
not selecting that. It happens that there are letters in that same Smith com- 
mittee record written concerning my work for the Board as Assistant General 
Counsel and Secretary signed by every person who was a member of the Board 
or the predecessor Board, and of course I was supported by the then members of 
the Board also in connection with my work and activities with the exception of 
one newly appointed member. 

I think it is only fair since so many references have been made to my tenure 
with the National Labor Relations Board that some effort be made to secure a 
record which reflects history and not the distortions that some people would 
like to put on history. 


I ask that those letters written on my behalf by the members of the NLRB 
be made a part of this record. 


The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Witt, would you care to pick out 3 or 4 of these letters, 
and we will make them a part of the record. 

Mr. Witt. I do; I have them here. 

Mr. Morris. They are letters from whom? 

Mr. Wirt. I will tell you in a moment. These are letters, as I said, signed 
by every person who had been a member of the old NLRB or the NLRB under 
the Wagner Act, and I have the page references to the Smith committee record. 
They are written in response to a letter of the then chairman, Mr. Madden, 
who had expected that the Smith committee would go into this record because 
of the gossip about the Board and the widespread attacks. 

Mr. Madden wrote this letter to all the ex-members of the Board to write 
him letters which he could use. These letters by the ex-members were written 
in response to that letter. 


Senator SmirH. Mr. Madden asking for letters that he could use in your behalf? 
Mr. Witt. That is correct. 


Senator Smitrn. Did the Labor Board conduct any investigation into your 
activities? 

Mr. Witt. Yes; they did. That is a long story; I am not sure that you want 
to take the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Edwin Smith was a member of that Board at that time? 

Mr. Wirt. He was. 

The CHaArRMAN. He was before this committee, and he refused to answer 
whether he was a member of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Wirt. J. Warren Madden is now a highly respected judge of the Court 
of Claims, and he was thoroughly familiar with my activities for a period rang- 
ing from 1935 to the end of 1940. 

Mr. Morris. Just one thing, Mr. Witt. Did Mr. Madden know at that time 
that you were a Communist? 

Mr. Wirt. I do not know one way or the other, Mr. Morris, but Mr. Madden 
knew what I was like on the basis of my day-to-day activities of a very intensive 
kind. The Board had one of the most heroic jobs ever undertaken by a Gov- 
ernment organization in view of the widespread attacks, including the Western 
Union, the National Association of Manufacturers, every organization of em- 
ployers in America was fighting the Board. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Witt, you understand 

Mr. Wirt. I worked 10 and 12 hours a day, 6 and 7 days a week, and he knew 
of my activities, and he knew what I believed, and he knew what a faithful 
Government employee I was on the basis of year after year of such intimate 
work together. His testimony about me in the Smith committee record reflects 
all that. 

Senator Smrrn. Mr. Chairman, there is one question I would like to ask 
Mr. Witt since he opened up a field there. 

The CHAIRMAN. Senator Smith. 

Senator SmirH. You say that there were groups fighting the Labor Board. 
The Communist Party was not fighting the Labor Board, was it? 

Mr. Wirt. No, it was not, Senator Smith. Senator Johnston was in the Senate 
during that period; he knows what was going on; he knows what was going on 
in the textile mills of the South when the textile workers were being shot down 
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in cold blood when they were trying to organize. He knows that all the Labor 
Board was trying to do was to organize them and to prevent their cold-blooded 
murder. 

Senator SMITH. I asked you a simple question, whether or not the Communist 
Party was fighting the Labor Board, and your answer was no, it was not, as I 
understand it? 

Mr. Wirt. I will say this, that the mere fact that the Communist Party is for 
or against anything does not determine my views. I am a grown man; I am a 
citizen of this country. I will make up my mind on the basis of my own study, my 
own experience, and I will not be influenced by what your views happen to be, 
Senator Smith. On the whole I think I am opposed to your views on labor 
matters. 

Nor will I be influenced by the Communist Party. I will take yours into con- 
sideration, and I will take theirs into consideration. 

Senator SMirH. You will not tell us whether or not you are a Communist today. 
You sit there and refuse to say whether you are a Communist. You expect us 
to believe what you say. 

The CHAIRMAN, You have just testified a moment ago that you are a free man 
and a grown man and so forth? 

Mr. Wirt. That is right. 

The CHAIRMAN, Yet you know that a member of the Communist Party is not 
a free man. He is under discipline, under orders, and you will not testify when 
you were down there at that Board as secretary whether or not you were a 
Communist. We had a member of the Board before this committee, Edwin 
Smith, and he refused to testify whether or not he was a Communist. We have 
heard enough from you. You can put in the record those letters, and you are 
excused. Ihave all I want to hear from you. 

Mr. Witt. Do you want these letters? 

Mr. Morris. Yes, I will take them. 

(The letters referred to were marked as “Exhibit No, 219” and are as follows: ) 


“ExHipit No. 219 


“HEARINGS BEFORE THE SPECIAL COMMITTER TO INVESTIGATE NATIONAL LABOR RELA 
rrIons BOARD, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 76TH CONGRESS, 3D SESSION, PuRS! 


ANT TO HOUSE RESOLUTIONS 258 (76TH CONG. ) 


[NLRB exhibit No. 113, p. 2708] 


“Letter from J. Warren Madden, Chairman, NLIB to all of the ex-members of 
the NLRB 
‘T wish you would write me your opinion of the ability, integrity, and useful- 
ness to the Board in your time, of Nathan Witt. With all of the things that 
are going on I may have occasion to make use of your statement as evidence. 
“*With best regards, I am, 
“Very truly yours, 
. Chairman’.” 
“Answers: 
[NLRB exhibit No. 108, p. 2706] 


‘‘Shortly after I was made Chairman of the NLRB-—the Board which pre- 
ceded yours—I appointed Nathan Witt a member of our legal staff. He was then, 
as I remember, on the legal staff of the AAA. We were in urgent need of build- 
ing up our staff, and sought the best we could find in Washington. Witt was one 
of these, and we persuaded him to shift over to us. His work, while I was 
with the Board, consisted of analyzing records and writing drafts of opinions. 
He impressed all of us then with his high intelligence, accuracy, thoroughness, 
and single-minded devotion to his task. We placed great confidence in him—a 
confidence which he amply deserved and fully repaid. 

‘Sincerely, 
“*(Signed) Lioyp K. GARRISON’.” 


[NLRB exhibit No. 109, p. 2706] 


“Dear WARREN: You ask my opinion of the ability, integrity, and usefulness 
to the Board in my time, of Nathan Witt. 

“*T consider Witt by far one of the ablest men connected with the work. He 
Was an indefatigable worker, with a keen intelligence and a real understanding 
of the intricate problems presented. 
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“ ‘Use this letter any way you want, and use it emphatically. 
**Sincerely yours, 


“*(Signed) FrRANcis BIpDLe.’ ” 


[NLRB exhibit No. 110, p. 2706] 


“‘*‘My Dear Mr. MAappEN: Nathan Witt was a member of the legal staff as 
sembled by the first Labor Relations Board, of which I was a member. It is 
chiefly as a member of that staff during 1934-35 that I have known him. He was 
one of the ablest and most meritorious of the group. He showed unsually good 
ability, Was very industrious, and exceedingly helpful. He knew the Board's 
job accurately and in his work displayed a keen sense of justice and good 
judgment. 

“*T think that Witt was the logical choice for the secretaryship when Benedict 
Wolf resigned, but I have too little knowledge of his work as secretary to express 
a judgment of his performance in his present capacity. 

“Sincerely yours, 
“*(Signed) H. A. MiILuts.’” 


[NLRB exhibit No. 111, pp. 2706-2707] 


“*My Dear Mr. MAppeN: Apropos of your inquiry about my opinion of Mr. 
Nathan Witt’s ability, integrity, and usefulness to the Board during my time, 
I think you will recall that, while I was a memper of the Board, Mr. Witt, with 
the title of Assistant General Counsel, served as head of the Case Review Section. 
As I recall it now, he had been a member of the legal staff of the preceding 
Board. The constitutionality of the act had been challenged formally in almost 
every case that came before the Board, and informally by a considerable group 
of lawyers in a pamphlet that got wide circulation in industry. This gratuitous 
legal advice to a widespread group of businessmen that they need pay no atten- 
tion to a law they didn’t like made the work of the Board increasingly difficult. 
The Board had the choice of accepting the views of these lawyers and quitting, 
or going ahead with cases brought by aggrieved working men and women with 
full knowledge that every decision would be reviewed by the courts, and every 
action checked by those who had fought the passage of the law when it was before 
the Congress. 

“*Tt was in this atmosphere that we held our hearings and reviewed the testi- 
mony as the cases came through. 

“*As head of the Review Section, you will recall we had daily conferences with 
Mr. Witt and his assistants to check and recheck testimony that had a bearing on 
the cases that came before the Board. I can recall no case with which Mr. Witt 
was not thoroughly familiar as a result of careful study. I found him thoroughly 
acquainted with the law and with debates on the hearings that preceded the 
passage of the law. 

‘I never had occasion to question Mr. Witt’s genuine devotion to his job or 
to the purposes of the law. In the development of young men and in the train- 
ing of older men in special administrative law, he displayed inspiring leadership. 
His usefulness to the Board and to the objectives of the law was demonstrated 
day after day. 

“*T thought when the Supreme Court sustained the Board in so many of those 
early cases over which you, he, and Ed Smith, Charles Fahy, Bob Watts, and I 
sweated through so many months, the opponents of the law would accept the 
judgment of the Supreme Court and leave the Board free to function under the 
law. Apparently I was mistaken. 

* ‘Sincerely, 
‘*(Signed) JouHn M. Carmopy, Administrator, ’ 


[NLRB exhibit No. 112, p. 2707] 


“‘My Dear CHAIRMAN MAppEN: Reference is made to your inquiry regarding 
my opinion of Nathan Witt, who served as Assistant General Counsel and secre 
tary of the Board during my tenure in office. 

“*Mr. Witt, in my opinion, has demonstrated that he is a person of exceptional 
ability and reliability. His has been an arduous task under most trying circum- 
stances, requiring keen judgment, resourcefulness, and energy. I believe that 
he is possessed of, and has applied, all of these necessary attributes to the many 
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complex problems with which he has been confronted. I firmly believe that he 
has rendered an invaluable service to the Board. 

“ ‘Kindest personal regards to you and your colleagues. 

“*Very sincerely, 
“*(Signed) DoNALD WAKEFIELD SMITH.’” 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr, Witt, did you ever order white lilies sent to 
Whittaker Chambers? 

Mr. Wirr. I am really shocked that a committee of the United 
States has descended to this. The answer, of course, is, “No,” Mr. 
Sourwine; and I am delighted to have this in the record to display to 
the people I will continue to talk to about the functioning of commit- 
tees, that the committee has permitted its counsel to descend to this 
level. It makes the Senate of the United States a laughingstock, but 
go ahead, if you want to. 

Senator McC.etian. May the Chair say to you that the committee 
is not particularly intaredted. in your opinions when you fail and refuse 
to answer questions that might help this committee perform its func- 
tions to guard the internal security of this country. 

I am not going to countenance a lecture. You were asked a question 
by counsel. If there is any objection, the Chair will rule. I don’t 
propose to have a lecture. 

Proceed. 

Mr. Wirr. Well, just so because the question has what lawyers used 
to call a negative pregnant, Mr. Sourwine; let there be no misunder- 
standing. 

I never ordered or paid for either white lilies or yellow lilies or 
Easter lilies or water lilies or any kind of flower sent to Whittaker 
Chambers. All I have ever had to do with flowers is that I have sent 
them occasionally to my wife and other ladies over the years, whom I 
have felt like sending flowers to. 

Mr. Sourwine. Just so there can be no misunderstanding in the 
record, I do not mean the word “order” in that question in the sense 
of you yourself giving any order to a store. 

Mr. Wirr. I know what you are talking about. 

Mr. Sourwine. Suggesting or requiring or instructing that white 
lilies be sent to Whittaker Chambers. 

Mr. Wrrr. I never gave, Mr. Sourwine—just let’s be explicit, I 
never gave—John Lautner or John Smith or Bob Jones or anybody 
in the world either $100 or $200 or $5 to see that Whittaker Chambers 
had flowers which he would not be able to appreciate. I never did 
that. I just never did that. I just never did it, Mr. Sourwine. 

Now, let’s go to something else. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Well, let’s get some answers on the record here that 
it will be perfectly clear. 

Mr. Wirr. You ask that in as many ways as you want to ask it. 

Mr. Sourwine. You invalidated your denial a moment ago by the 
last few words that you added. 

Mr. Wrrr. Go ahead. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, let me ask you, so that it will be clear on the 
record. Did you in late August or early September 1945 instruct 
a member of the Communist Party to locate Chambers at the offices 
of Time magazine and have sent to him a big bunch of white lilies to 
intimidate him? ; 

Mr. Wrrr. I guess I’ve run out of indignation. I am just sad now, 
Mr. Sourwine, just sad. 
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Mr. Sourwrne. All you have to do is say, “No,” and we will go on 
with the next question. 

Mr. Wirr. It is hard for me to say “No” as an American citizen and 
as a lawyer. You don’t even have the date of the alleged incident 
straight. 

Mr. Sourwine. I know that. 

Mr. Wirt. No, no. 

Mr. Sourwine. What is the correct date of the alleged incident, 
Mr. Witt? 

Mr. Wirt. As testified to, as was reported to me? 

Mr. Sourwine. It is your term, “the alleged incident.” 

Mr. Wirt. The incident as reported to me, as testified to by one 
John Lautner in the hearing before the Subversive Activities Com- 
trol Board, is that I gave him some money to send flowers to Whittaker 
Chambers. That is the way I have known it in these last 2 or 3 years 
since I have heard about it. 

When it was reported to me, I felt sad that America had come to 
such a pass. I feel even sadder now, but that is because I am older 
and a little tired. 

Mr. Sourwtne. The question is, What was the date, Mr. Witt? 

Mr. Wirt. The date that Lautner gave I thought related to the time 
Chambers first came out from under the woodwork or from out of the 
pumpkin in 1948, sometime. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Well, now, answer this question: Did you in late 
August or early September 1948, instruct a member of the Communist 
Party to locate Chambers at the offices of Time magazine and have 
sent to him a big bunch of white lilies to intimidate him ? 

Mr. Wirt. No. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did you at or about that time give the sum of $100 
to any person for expenses in arranging to have lilies sent to Whittaker 
Chambers? 

Mr. Wirt. No. 

Mr. Sourwine. Were you present when John Lautner testified with 
regard to this matter? 

Mr. Wirt. No. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know whether he was under oath at the 
time? 

Mr. Wirt. Matusow was under oath when he testified against Clin- 
ton Jencks in January 1954. He was under oath on these dozens of 
other occasions when he told the lie he has now admitted to, so I am 
not impressed by the fact that one John Lautner was under oath. 

Mr, Sourwine. Are you stating he was? 

Mr. Wirt. I was told he testified about it. I wasn’t there, I didn’t 
look at the transcript, I just wasn’t interested. It just made me too 
sad and I just have too much to do to fuss with that kind of nonsense. 

Mr. Sourwrine. Did you, Mr. Witt, thereafter, and after the pump- 
kin paper story had broken in the public press, order the sending of 
the lilies stopped ? 

Mr. Wirr. No. 

No matter how many ways you put this lilies business, the answer 
is going to be “No.” We can save time, or you can make them roses. 

Mr. Sourwine. I have one more question about the lilies. 

Mr. Wirt. You are in control of it. 
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Mr. Sourwine. Did you thereafter meet the man to whom you had 
given the $100 and receive back from him $90 ? 

Mr. Wirr. No. That is for the lilies we are talking about, Mr. 
Sourwine; that is for the lilies, for the alleged lilies. 

Mr. Sourwine. Have you, Mr. Witt, cooperated in a legal capacity 
with the Civil Rights Congress ? 

Mr. Wirt. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. The National Federation for Constitutional Liber- 
ties? 

Mr. Wirr. I thought I answered that. I was one of their counsel, 
and member of their board. 

Mr. Sourwine. The New York Conference for Inalienable Rights? 

Mr. Wirr. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Getting back to the lilies, Mr. Witt; is there any 
difference in your answers whether you were talking about red lilies 
or white lilies, or any other ? 

Mr. Wirr. No. I tried to make that clear, not only lilies but any 
other species of flowers. 

Mr. Sourwine. You are making a categorical denial of ever having 
had anything to do with the sending of : any lilies or instructions to 
send any lilies to Whittaker Chambers for any purpose, at any time? 

Mr. Wirr. No matter how liars and degenerates so testify under 
oath, 

Mr. Sourwrine. I have no more questions of this witness, sir. 

Senator McCreiian. The witness is excused. 

Mr. Wirr. Thank you, sir. 

Senator McCtetian. Call your next witness. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Mandel Terman. 

Senator McCiettan. Will you stand and be sworn, please, sir? 

You do solemnly swear th: at the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate investigating subcommittee will be the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but ee truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Terman. I do, sir. 

Senator McCietitan. Have a seat. 


TESTIMONY OF MANDEL A. TERMAN, ACCOMPANIED BY JOSEPH 
FORER, HIS ATTORNEY 


Senator McCiettan. Mr. Terman, is it your wish that the lights 
and television be kept off during your testimony ? 

Mr. Terman. I would appreciate it very much, sir. 

Senator McCiettan. The photographers will observe the request. 

Mr. Terman. And I would also like, Mr. Senator McClellan, to 
read a statement which I have prepared here for this committee. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was this statement transmitted to the committee 
24 hours in advance of your testimony ? 

Mr. Terman. No; it was not, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrne. The committee rule requires that, sir. May I ask 
if you have a statement, you send it forward now. The committee 
will determine in executive session whether to put it in the record. 

Mr. Terman, will you give your full name and your address, please, 
sir? 

Mr. Terman. Mandel A. Terman. My address is 660 Irving Park 
Boulevard, Chicago, II. 





STRATEGY AND TACTICS OF WORLD COMMUNISM S03 


Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Terman, you have been given a record of your 
affiliations with organizations cited as subversive by the Attorney 
General or the House ee on Un-American Activities with 
references for the same and it was indicated to you that you would 
be asked to produce it and to esa during your testimony in what 
specific instances, if any, you questioned the accurac y of the record. 

Would you do that now, please ? 

Mr. Terman. This memorandum that is attached to it says: 

In the interests of saving time the attached memorandum is being furnished 
to you in advance of your testimony. 

You will be asked whether there are any statements in it that you wish to 
testify are false or inaccurate. 

Mr. Sourwrnr. That's right. 

Mr. Terman. And, Mr. Sourwine, I do not wish to testify either 
way, sir’. 

Mr. SourRwINeE. Very good, sir. I might state, Mr. Chairman, that 
this procedure was suggested by Mr. Witt as a possible method of 
saving time in his own case. 

it seemed like a good suggestion and the committee has adopted it 
with other witnesses. May I ask that this statement may be put in 
the record at this time ? 

Senator McCLeLLaNn. Does the Chair understand that the witness 
has a copy of this statement before him ? 

Mr. TERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. This is the statement concerning which the witness 
just said he had no desire to testify concerning anything in the state 
ment. This is a statement prepared under my direction from sources 
available to the committee. 

Senator McCLetian. It may be incorporated in the record. 

I perhaps misunderstood. You said you had no desire to deny any 
of this statement ¢ 

Mr. Terman. To testify either way, sir. 

Senator McC.Lenian. That is wae I understood you to say that 
you did not care to testify either way. All right. 

(The document. referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 55” and 
pears below :) 


ExHipit No. 55 
MANDEL ALLEN TERMAN 


Financial contributor, Abraham Lincoln School in 1948, 1944, and 1946 (cited 
as subversive by the Attorney General, December 4, 1947). 

Supporter, American Committee for the Settlement of Jews in Birobidjan, Inc 
(cited as subversive by the Attorney General, April 1, 1954). 

Financial contributor, American Committee for Spanish Freedom (cited as 
subversive by the Attorney General, April 27, 1949). 

Financial contributor, American Peace Crusade in 1954 (cited as subversive by 
the Attorney General, April 1, 1954). 

Supporter, American Slav Congress (cited as subversive by the Attorney 
General, June 1 and September 21, 1948). 

Chairman of board of directors, Chicago Council of American-Soviet Friend 
ship, affiliated with the National Council of American-Soviet Friendship (cited 
as Subversive by the Attorney General, December 4, 1947, and September 21, 
1948). 

Supporter, Civil Rights Congress (cited as subversive by the Attorney General, 
December 4, 1947, and September 21, 1948). 

ee Chicago Council of the Arts, Sciences, and Professions, affiliated 
with the National Council of the Arts, Sciences, and Professions (cited as sub 
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versive by the House Committee on Un-American Activities in its report of 
April 19, 1949). 

Member, International Workers Order (cited as subversive by the Attorney 
General, December 4, 1947, and September 21, 1948). 

Supporter, Midwest Conference To Repeal the McCarran Act. 

Supporter, Midwest Committee for Protection of Foreign Born, affiliated with 
the American Committee for Protection of Foreign Born (cited as subversive 
by the Attorney General, June 1, 1948, and September 21, 1948). 

Supporter, National Federation for Constitutional Liberties (cited as subversive 
by the Attorney General, December 4, 1947, and September 21, 1948), 

Supporter, Russian War Relief. 

Member, American Youth for Democracy in 1945 (cited as subversive by the 
Attorney General, December 4, 1947, and September 21, 1948). 

Supporter, Chicago Committee To Secure Justice for the Rosenbergs in 1952 
and 1953. 

Supporter, Progressive Citizens of America, affiliated with the National 
Council of the Arts, Sciences, and Professions. 

Financial Contributor, Communist Party, USA, in 1941 and 1945 (cited as 
subversive by the Attorney General, December 4, 1947, and September 21, 1948). 

Subscriber to The Worker (cited as subversive by the House Committee on 
Un-American Activities on March 29, 1944). 

Member, Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee Committee (cited as subversive by the 
Attorney General, December 4, 1947, and September 21, 1948). 

U.S. S. R. Information Bureau, on mailing list. 

Writer of letter to the Secretary of State protesting against travel restrictions 
to Communist countries of Eastern Europe (Daily Worker, May 22, 1952, p. 8). 

Sponsor, Conference for World Peace Through Negotiations in 1953, affiliated 
with the American Peace Crusade. 

Supporter, Jewish Life (cited as a subversive publication by the California 
Committee on Un-American Activities Report, 1948). 

American Peace Crusade (Illinois assembly) : Sponsor (cited as subversive by 
the Attorney General). Photostat of letterhead dated June 21, 1952; also letter- 
head dated April 12, 1951. 

American Peace Crusade: Signer of call for meeting to be held September 12 at 
UE Hall, Chicago, to launch national referendum for a ceasefire in Korea. Daily 
Worker, September 8, 1952, page 2. 

Chicago welcoming committee for the delegates to the World Peace Congress 
(cited as subversive by the House Committee on Un-American Activities) ; Ini- 
tiating sponsor. Handbill: Destination Peace, dated January 12, 1951, also 
mimeographed literature of the Destination Peace Meeting, January 12, 1951. 

Civil Rights Congress of Illinois mass meeting, Orchestra Hall, November 21, 
1947, Chicago: Financial contributor (cited as subversive by the Attorney 
General). 

Civil Rights Congress, Illinois: Sponsor. Photostat of letterhead dated Decem- 
ber 18, 1948 (cited as subversive by the Attorney General). 

Midwest Committee for Protection of Foreign Born: Sponsor. Call to a 
midwest conference to defend the Bill of Rights and for the defense of foreign 
born, May 18, 1952, Chicago. 

Midwest Committee for Protection of Foreign Born: Sponsor. Letterhead of 
sixth annual conference, Midwest Committee * * * May 16, 1954, Chicago. 

Midwest Committee for Protection of Foreign Born: Sponsor. Undated letter- 
head announcing a public meeting on the McCarran-Walter law, January 30, 
1953, United Electrical Workers Hall, Chicago. 

National Council of American-Soviet Friendship, Chicago Council (cited as 
subversive by the Attorney General) : Chairman, board of directors. Photostat 
of letterhead March 1952. 

Chicago Council of American-Soviet Friendship: Member of board of directors. 
Photostat of letterhead September 17, 1951. 

Chicago Council of American-Soviet Friendship: To lecture June 18 on the 
Moscow International Economie Conference. Printed circular concerning a 
series of eight lectures on the Soviet Union Today, April 30—June 18, 1952, at the 
ASP Hall. 

Currently resides in Chicago, Ill., and has business interests in the Granville 
Manor Convalescent Home and Waveland Manor Convalescent Home, and the 
Cinema Annex Theater, which serves as an outlet for Russian and Polish films 
in the Chicago area. He liquidated his interest in the Terman Tire & Supply 
Co. in 1951. 
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His wife Gean and his brothers Jacob, Sidney, and Louis have all been identi- 
fied as members or contacts of the Communist Party. Terman has also been 
a contributor to the Communist Party in 1941 and 1945. 

Connected with the Washington Park Forum. 

Reported to have been a subscriber to the National Guardian. 

Is known to have contacted Russian officials. Gave his automobile to Russia 
in 1945. 

In 1952 he attempted to secure the attendance of a delegate to a peace confer- 
ence in Russia. 


On June 26, 1954, honored by a testimonial dinner in Chicago for fighting for 
peace and the defense of civil rights of the foreign born. 

Attended the American Peace Crusade Conference in Chicago in 1951, according 
to a report published by the American Legion in August 1951. 

In 1950 he is reported to have said he would “gladly die for Russia.” 

In 1944 loaned $5,000 to the Abraham Lincoln School. 

In 1954 canceled a $150 debt owed him by the American Peace Crusade. 

Senator Dante. Are we to take it that these statements are correct? 

Mr. Terman. I have made no admissions, Senator. 

Senator McCietxan. That was the Chair’s understanding, that you 
said you did not desire to testify regarding the statements either way. 

Mr. Terman. According to this memorandum that is attached here, 
they said, “Do you wish to testify?” and I said “I do not wish to testify 
either way.” 

Senator McCrerian. All right; you may proceed. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know Harvey Matusow? 

Mr. Terman. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know Albert E. Kahn? 

Mr. Terman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you contribute money to Cameron & Kahn, the 
publishing firm ? 

Mr. Terman. I did not contribute money to Cameron & Kahn but I 
made a loan to Cameron & Kahn. 

Mr. Sourwine. When was that? 

Mr. Terman. I don’t know the exact date, but I would say approxi- 
mately 2 years ago. 

Mr. Sourwine. Has that money been returned to you or repaid in 
whole or in part? 

Mr. Terman. No, sir; but I received notes for it, bearing 4 percent 
interest. 

Mr. Sourw1ne. What was the amount of that loan? 

Mr. Terman. It was two separate loans. The first one was $500 
and the next one I believe was $500. 

Mr. Sourwine. For a total of $1,000? 

Mr. Terman. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. And did you receive separate notes, 2 notes for 
$500 each ? 

Mr. Terman. I thought I did, but when I went to look for them 
I found four $100 notes which I have with me; if you want me to 
produce them in evidence, I will be glad to. 

Mr. Sourwrine. That is all you have in the way of notes? 

Mr. Terman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. And how are those notes dated, sir, and what is the 
maturity on them? 

Mr. Terman. Well, I will look. It will take a minute. They are 
dated September 23, 1953, and the first one says, “One year, payable to 
Mandel Terman, 1 year after date of the undersigned promise”— 
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pardon me, “1 year after date the undersigned promises to pay to the 
order of Mandel Terman $100 at an interest of 4 percent per annum, 
signed by Angus Cameron and Albert Kahn,” and their corporate 
seal is on here, sir. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Are the other notes all the same ¢ 

Mr. Terman. Yes, sir. Well, they are not the same maturity 
date. This one is 1 year and a half after date. 

You can tell they are not lawyers. And 1 year and a quarter after 
date and 1 year and three-quarters. 

Mr. Sourwine, And mt ave any of those notes been paid ? 

Mr. Terman. No, si 

Mr. SouRWINE. law the interest been paid on any of those four 
notes ¢ 

Mr. ‘Terman. No, sir; for the simple reason that they claimed they 
were not able to pay them. I have asked for it 

Mr. Sourwine. You have asked for it? 

Mr. Terman. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwrne. How many times have you asked them to pay the 
notes ¢ 

Mr. Terman. Every time I have an opportunity. 

Mr. Sourwine. The United States mails are always available to 
you. Have you ever asked for it by mail ? 

Mr. Terman. No. I frankly was not too much concerned about it 
because at the time I did not need the money and I loaned it actually 
because Albert Kahn was a friend of mine. 

Mr. Sourwtne. You, as a matter of fact then, have never made 
formal demand for the payment of these notes; have you ? 

Mr. Terman. I have never turned them over to an attorney for 
collection. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever have any other notes from these 
gentlemen / 

Mr. Terman. I assume I did, but, as I said, I tried to find them 
in my records and I was not able to find them. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Where did you find these notes ? 

Mr. Terman. I have a little box at home and I throw my stuff in 
there and I found these 4 notes—I don’t know, there should have been 

anyway, in any case, because I never loaned him $400 at a time. 

Mr. Sourwine. You gave Cameron & Kahn $500 as a loan about the 

Ist of August 1953, is that right? 

Mr. Terman. I would not be a bit surprised because these notes are 
dated September 23, so it is around that date. 

Mr. Sourwine. You also gave or loaned Cameron & Kahn $500 in 
September 1953, is that right ? 

Mr. Terman. It is very possible, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you help to raise money from other persons for 
the firm of Cameron & Kahn ‘¢ 

Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer that question under the privilege 
granted me by the fifth amendment as a free American not to be a 
witness against myself, 

Mr. Sourwtne. Do you feel that there is anything criminal in at- 
tempting to raise money from others for a publishing firm to which 


you yourself are freely willing to testify mepecthg yum own contribu- 
tion / 
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Mr. Terman. Frankly, gentlemen, I am very much battled by this 
procedure. I have been a businessman all my life, and for 32 years I 
have made loans and I have given credit and I have never “ests nn chal- 
lenged by any committee before, so I am really shocked and I can’t 
understand it. 

Mr. Sourwine. Well, that doesn’t answer my question. I want to 
know if you anticipate any prosecution of yourself, criminal prosecu- 
tion, because of anything you might tell us about raising money for 
the publishing firm of Cameron & Kahn ¢ 

Mr. TerMAN. Pardon me, sir; I have to take a pill. 

(The witness consulted with his attorney.) 

Mr. Terman. As I said before, Mr. Sourwine, this is my first ex- 
perience before a committee of this kind and as a businessman I really 
never anticipated ever getting into troublemaking loans, and I feel 
that I must exercise my rights as an American to take my privilege 
under the fifth amendment not to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Sourwine. I am not challenging your right at all. I am only 
making the inquiry which it is the right of this forum to make as to 
whether in refusing to answer that question, you honestly fear that 
a truthful answer to it would form at least a link in a chain. 

Mr. Terman. I really don’t know. I frankly don’t know—I have 
been reading an awful lot of stuff in the papers about these hearings, 
and believe me, it is not a good experience to appear here. I would 
rather be working. 

Mr. Sourwtne. It is clear you are not ashamed of having loaned 
money to Cameron & Kahn. 

Mr. Terman. I certainly am not. In fact I am proud of the fact. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you ashamed of having had anything to do with 
raising money from other persons for Cameron & Kahn? 

Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer for the reasons I stated before. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you have anything to do with the giving of $200 
to Cameron & Kahn by Elmer C. Segal ? 

Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer for the reasons I have stated 
before. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Do you know Elmer C. Segal? 

Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer for the reasons I have stated 
before. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you have anything to do with the giving of 
money to Cameron & Kahn in the amount of $250 more or less by 
Walter Kaplan, of Chicago? 

Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer for the same reasons, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you have anything to do with the giving of 
money to Cameron & Kahn on September 25, 1953, in the amount 
of $300 more or less by S. Levinson, of Chicago? 

Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer for the reasons I have stated 
before. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Do you know Mr. Kaplan and Mr. Levinson? 

Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer for the same reasons. 

Mr. Sourwitne. When you say for the same reasons, you mean 
because you are claiming your privilege under the fifth amendment 
not to be required to testify against yourself ? 

Mr. Terman. Correct, sir. 
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Mr. Sourwine. Did you have anything to do with the giving of a 
sum of money, $250 more or less, to Cameron & Kahn on September 
25, 1953, by Boris A. Brail? 

Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer for the same reasons. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you have anything to do with the giving of a 
sum of money, $300 more or less, by Peter A. Levine to the firm of 
Cameron & Kahn or for its behalf on September 25, 1953 ? 

Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer for the same reasons. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you have anything to do with this same Boris 
Brail giving Cameron & Kahn $297.54 on October 13, 19532 

Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer for the same reasons. 

Senator McCrietian. The Chair would like to ask one question. 

Were these sums or any others that you may have raised and given 
to them raised and given to them for the purpose of publishing 
Communist literature ? 

Mr. Terman. First of all, I did not admit that I have raised money 
for Cameron & Kahn. I have only admitted that I made a loan to 
Cameron & Kahn, and as far as I know the books that they have 
published were not Communist literature. 

Senator McCretxan. Proceed. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Did you know, sir, that the books of Cameron & 
Kahn showed, in their receipts column, 2 items of $500 as received 
from you on the dates indicated by my previous questions, in August 
and September ? 

Mr. Terman. I amsorry, sir, I missed that. 

Mr. Sourwtne. I asked you whether you knew that the books of 
Cameron & Kahn showed receipts of two $500 items from you on the 
dates indicated by my previous questions respectively August and 
September 1953. 

Mr. Terman. I have never seen their books, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you, sir, interested in Granville Manor Con- 
valescent Home and Waveland Manor Convalescent Home and the 
Cinema Annex Theater ? 

Mr. Terman. Yes; the Granville Manor and Waveland Convales- 
cent Home are my business. I am director of the convalescent home. 
The Cinema Annex is a theater of mine. I have loaned money to 
them. Iam acreditor. 

Mr. Sourwine. They owe you money? 

Mr. Terman. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Large amounts of money ? 

Mr. Terman. $2,000 that I know of. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you a mortgagee of the Cinema Annex Theater? 

Mr. Terman. No; but I have notes from them. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Do you have any interest in the management of that 
theater? 

Mr. Terman. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever dictate policies or practices of that 
theater? 

Mr. Terman. No, sir. 

T don’t know what you mean by dictate policies or practices. 

Mr. Sourwitne. Did you ever instruct what should be done by the 
theater in any way, by the management of the theater? 

Mr. Terman. Well, I am consulted once in a great while. I am not 
active in the theater. 
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Mr. Sourwine. Who owns the Cinema Annex Theater in Chicago? 

Mr. Terman. Well, it is a corporation. 

Mr. Socrwine. Do you know who the principal stockholders are! 

Mr. Terman. I know or—pardon me—one moment. 

Could I consult my counsel ? 

Senator McCietuan. You may. 

(The witness consulted with counsel.) 

Mr. Terman. Yes: I know who the stockholders are, sir. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Will you tell the committee who the stockholders 
of the Cinema Annex Theater are? 

Mr. Terman. One, Emil Marjotta. 

Mr. Sourwine. Can you spell it? 

Mr. Terman. I believe it is spelled M-a-r-j-o-t-t-a. And one my 
wife, Gean Terman, and the other one I am not sure of, whether it is 
Mrs. Rosen or John Rosen, I don’t know which one. 

Mr. Sourwine. How do you spell that name? 

Mr. Terman. R-o-s-e-n. 

Mr. Sourwine. Is he a Chicago man ? 

Mr. Terman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. What percentage of the stock does your wife own? 

Mr. Terman. A third. 

Mr. Sourwine. And the other two own equally one-third each ? 

Mr. Terman. Yes; but wait Mr. Sourwine, what, did you ask me 
was the name of the corporation? You mentioned the name of that! 

Mr. Sourwtne. We are talking about the corporation which owns 
the Cinema Annex Theater. The name of the corporation has never 
been put in the record. I will be glad to do so if you want it. This 
is the corporation which owns the Cinema Theater. 

Mr. Terman. That is right, yes. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Were you formerly interested in the Terman Tire 
& Supply Co., liquidating your interests in 1951? 

Mr. TERMAN. Yor I spent the best part of my life in Terman Tire 
& Supply Co. 

In fact 25 years. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Is the Cinema Annex Theater an outlet for Russian 
and Polish films in the Chicago area? 

Mr. Terman. It is an outlet for all kinds of foreign pictures and 
musicals, 

Mr. Sourwtne. Does it show Russian and Polish films primarily? 

Mr. Terman. Among others. I would not say primarily; no. 

Mr. Sourwitne. Were you ever a member of or otherwise affiliated 
with the Abraham Lincoln School? 

Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer under my privileges as a free 
American not to be a witness against myself under the fifth amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Sourwine. Were you ever a member of or otherwise affiliated 
with the American Committee for Settlement of Jews in Birobidzhan 

Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Sourwine. Were you ever a member or affiliated with the 
American Committee for Spanish Freedom ? 

Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer for the same reason. 

Mr. Sourwine. Were you ever a member of or otherwise affiliated 
with any of the following organizations, the American Peace Crusade? 

Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer for the same reason. 
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Mr. Sourwine. The American Slav Congress? 

Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer for the same reason. 

Mr. Sourwine. The Chicago Council of American Soviet Friend- 
ship? 

Mr. Terman. I am a member of the Chicago Council of American 
Soviet Friendship. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you an officer of that organization ? 

Mr. Terman. I am the chairman. 

Mr. Sourwine. How long have you held that position ? 

Mr. Terman. I might say that I have been chairman perhaps for 
the past. 3 years and I might say in that connection that Gen. Dwight 
I). Eisenhower agreed with me that the work of the American Soviet 
Friendship was a very important function in a letter that I presented 
to your desk. You have a letter from him in connection with a rally 
we were going to hold in Chicago. 

Mr. Sourwine. You have presented no letter to me on my desk. 

Mr. Terman. Well, when I handed that statement up there was a 
letter from Gen. Dwight D. Eisenhower. 

Mr. Sourwine. You gave that statement to the chairman of the 
committee. Ido not have it and have not seen it. 

Mr. Terman. Would you like to see it, sir? 

Mr. Sourwine. Not at this time. It is for the committee to pass 
upon and not me. 

Mr. Terman. I see, O. K. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Is the Chicago Council of American Soviet Friend- 
ship, to your knowledge, controlled in whole or in part by the Com- 
munist Party, USA? 

Mr. TerMAN. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Are you a member of or otherwise affiliated with 
any of the following organizations—— 

Mr. Terman. | -ardon me, Mr. Sourwine. Could I amplify that a 
little bit / 

The Chicago Council of American Soviet Friendship is not even a 
part of the National Council of American Soviet Friendship. I want 
to get that quite clear. We are an Illinois corporation and it was 
founded, I believe, in 1942 by Prof. Samuel Harper, of the University 
of Chieago. 

Mr. Sourwitne. What is its purpose / 

Mr. Terman. Its purpose is to promote peace and friendship be- 
tween the United States and the Soviet Union. 

Mr. Sourwine. You have been associated with it since its forma- 
tion / 

Mr. Terman. No: J have not. I was invited to join the board about 
L945. 

Mr. Sourwine. Who invited you? 

Mr. Terman. I believe it was a Mr. Leo Nellis. 

Mr. Sour WINE. Were you ever a member of or otherwise affiliated 
with any of the following organizations: Chicago Council of Arts 
and Sciences and Professions ? 

Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer for the reasons I stated before. 

Mr. Sourwine. The Civil Rights Congress ? 

Mr. Terman, | refuse to: answer for the same reasons. 

Mr. Sourwine. The International Workers Order? 

Mr. Terman. [I refuse to answer for the same reasons. 
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Mr. Sourwine. The Joint anti-Fascist Refugee Committee? 

Mr. Terman. Pardon me, sir. 

(The witness consulted with counsel. ) 

Mr. Terman. Mr. Sourwine, as all of these organizations are on this 
list, I thought the purpose of this list was to save time. Why are you 
asking me all these questions 4 

Mr. Sourwine. That is a question which concerns the purposes of 
the committee, sir. Suffice it to say that 1 am being permitted by the 
committee to ask these questions. 

Continuing with the question as to whether you were ever a mem ber 
of or otherwise affiliated with the following organizations: The Joint 
Anti-Fascist Refugee Committee ? 

Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer for the reasons I have stated before. 

Mr. Sourwrne. That is, that you are claiming your privilege under 
the fifth amendment ? 

Mr. Terman. Under the fifth amendment not to be a witness against 
myself. 

Mr. Sourwine. The Midwest Conference to repeal the McCarran 
Act? 

Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer for the same reasons. 

Mr. Sourwine. The Midwest Committee for the Protection of the 
Foreign Born ¢ 

Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer for the reasons I previously stated. 

Mr. Sourwine. The National Federation for Constitutional Lib- 
erties / 

Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer for the reasons stated before. 

Mr. Sourwrine. The Russian War Relief ‘ 

Mr. Terman. Russian War Relief, Il wasa participant. 

Mr. Sourwine. The Washington Park Forum / 

Mr. Terman. And I might say that, in a salute to our Russian ally 
in 1945, I participated and spoke on the same platform at the Chicago 
Stadium with Winthrop Aldrich, who is the present Ambassador to 
England, and the mayor of the city of Chicago, the Postmaster General 
of the United States, Mr. Walker, and representatives from every 
branch of the Armed Forces of the United States. 

Mr. Sourwine. You are to be congratulated with regard to your 
prominence, Mr. Terman. Were you ever a member of, or otherwise 
affiliated with the Washington Park Forum ? 

Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer under my privilege, under the fifth 
amendment not to be a witness against myself. 

Mr, Sourwine. With the World Peace C ongress ? 

Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer for the same reasons. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, Mr. Terman, is there any significance in the 
fact that two organizations out of this group, with which you admitted 
affiliation, are organizations concerning which you have been able to 
say they were not communistically controlled ? 

Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer that question under my privileges 
under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are there any of the organizations, concerning 
affiliation with which you have refused to answer, which you can say 
are not communistically controlled ¢ 

Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer under my privileges as stated 
before. 
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Mr. Sourwine. A moment ago you volunteered that your wife’s 
name is Gean. How do you spell it? 

Mr. Terman. G-e-a-n. And incidentally, gentlemen, I certainly 
expected the Senator from Mississippi, a Southern gentleman who 

respects a man’s private life—my wife’s name is being badgered 
around here and I really resent that, gentlemen, because I don’t think 
she has any part to play in this picture. 

Mr. Sourwine. Earlier today a few moments ago the witness volun- 
teered the fact that his wife’s name was Gean. I just asked him how 
to spell it. 

Mr. Terman. Well, I probably made a mistake answering that 
question because I think that my wife’s name should not be dragged 
into this committee hearing or any other hearing. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Is your wife a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer that and I am very much put out 
about it and I will take the fifth amendment on that. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Do you have any brothers, Mr. Terman ? 

Mr. Terman. Yes, I do. 

Mr. Sourwtne. How many ? 

Mr. Terman. There are four brothers. 

Mr. Sourwine. You have three brothers? 

Mr. Terman. I have 4; there is 5 boys. 

Mr. Sourwine. What are their names? 

Mr. Terman. Jack, Louis, Sid, and Myer 

Mr. Sourwtne. Is your brother Myer a member of the Communist 
Party? 

Mr. Terman. I will take the fifth amendment on that and I think 
this is an awful thing to ask a man to go through, and because of so 
many matters running around loose I have to take this kind of an 
answer. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Is your brother Jacob a member of the Communist 
Party ? 

Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer on the privileges that I am entitled 
to under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Is your brother Sid a member of the Communist 
Party ? 

Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer under the same privileges. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Is your brother Louis a member of the Communist 
Party? 

Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer under the same privileges. 

Mr. Sourwine. Have you ever contributed to the Communist 
Party ¢ 

Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer under the same privileges. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever subscribe to the Daily Worker? 

Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer under the privileges granted me 
under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Did you ever subscribe to the Worker ? 

Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer under the privileges granted me 
under the fifth amendment. : 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever subscribe to the U. S. S. R. Informa- 
tion Bureau ? 

Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer under the privileges granted me 
under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. SourwiNr. Did you ever subscribe to the National Guardian ? 
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Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer for the same reasons. 
Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever contact Russian officials ? 
Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer for the same reasons. 
Mr. Sourwine. Did you give your automobile to Russia in 1945 ¢ 
Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer for the same reason. 
Mr. Sourwrne. Were you a sponsor of the Midwest Committee for 
Protection of the Foreign Born ? 
Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer for the same reason. 
Mr. Sourwine. Were you chairman of the board of directors of the 
Chicago Council of American Soviet Friendship ? 
Mr. Terman. I answered that before, sir. 
Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever lend any money to the Abraham 
Lincoln School ? 
Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer under my privileges as a free Amer- 
ican under the fifth amendment not to be a witness against myself. 
Mr. SourwrNe. Did you, in fact, lend that school $5,000 ? 
Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer for the same reasons. 
Mr. Sourwine. Did you, in fact, contribute to the Abraham Lincoln 
School in 1943, 1944, and 1946? 
Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer for the same reasons, sir. 
Mr. Sourwine. And isn’t it true that the money you loaned the 
Abraham Lincoln School in 1944 has never been repaid ? 
Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer for the same reasons. 
Mr. Sourwine. Were you ever a member of the Progressive Citizens 
of America ? 
Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer for the same reasons. 
Mr. Sourwine. Were you ever a member of the American Youth 
for Democracy ? 
Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer for the same reasons. 
Mr. Sovurwine. Did you attend an organization banquet of the 
American Youth for Democracy i in 1945? 
Mr. TrerMan, : refuse to answer for the same reasons. 
Mr. SourwrNe. Were you a member of the Joint Anti-Fascist Ref- 
ugee C condaitiest 
Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer for the same reasons. 
Mr. Sourwine. Did you attend the American Peace Crusade Con- 
ference in Chicago in 1951? 
Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer for the same reasons. 
Mr. Sourwine. Did you give money to the Communist Party in 
951 ¢ 
Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer for the same reasons. 
Mr. Sourwine. Did you contribute to the American Committee for 
Spanish Freedom in 1951? 
Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer for the same reasons. 
Mr. Sourwine. Do you, Mr. Terman, have any knowledge of a peace 
conference held in Russia in 1952? 
The witness consulted with counsel. ) 
Mr. Terman. I don’t even know what you are talking about. 
Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Terman, you are chairman and have been for 
3 years of an organization devoted to peace and friendly relations 
between the United States and the Soviet Union; are you not? 
Mr. Terman. Right. 
Mr. Sourwine. I have asked you if you have any knowledge of a 
peace conference held in Russia in 1952 
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Mr. Terman. I have never heard of it. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever attempt to get any person to attend 
a peace conference in Russia in 1952? 

Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer under my privileges as a free 
American under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Sourwixr. Mr. Terman, if you never heard of a peace con- 
ference held in Russia in 1952, you could not possibly have tried to 
get anyone to attend such a peace conference, could you ! 

Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer under my privileges under the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that the wit- 

1ess by having stated that he had never heard of any peace conference 
held in Russia in 1952 has waived his privilege, his right to claim 
veidilens with respect to the question as to whether he attempted 
to get a person to attend that peace conference, and I ask that he be 
ordered to answer bo at question. 

The CHatrMan. He will be ordered to answer the question. Repeat 
the quest ion. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Did you ever attempt to get any person to attend 
a peace conference held in 1952? 

Mr. Terman. I will abide by my refusal. 

The CuHatrmMan. I will order and direct you to answer the question, 
sir. 

Mr. Terman. I will take the fifth amendment, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you, Mr. Terman, send a letter to the Secretary 
of State denouncing the State Department restriction on travel to 
Eastern Europe as reported in the Daily Worker of May 22, 1952, 
page 8? 

Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer for the same reason. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did you ever attend functions of the Chicago com- 
mittee to secure justice in the Rosenberg case ? 

Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer under the same reason. 

Mr. Sourwine. Were you a sponsor of the Conference for World 
Peace through negotiations in 1953? 

Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer under the same reason. 

Mr. Sourwine. Were you, Mr. Terman, honored at a testimonial 
dinner in Chicago on June 26, 1954? 

Mr. Terman. Yes, I was. 

Mr. Sourwtner. For what were you honored ? 

Mr. Terman. For my long work toward peace, friendship, and 
understanding between all peoples and all races. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Under what auspices was that testimonial dinner 
held? 

Mr. Terman. There were no auspices, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Who promoted the dinner? 

Mr. Terman. A group of my friends. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Do you know who organized the dinner? 

Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer under my privileges under the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you honestly afraid that if you name those of 
your friends who org ranized this dinner it will form at least a link 
in a chain to convict you of something? 
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Mr. Terman. No; I don’t think it would form a link in a chain but 

I think my friends may be badgered like I am before this committee 
if I named them and I don’t want to put my friends through an ordeal 
that I have to go through. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, that is not a proper reason for refus- 
ing to answer. I ask that the witness be directed to answer the 
question. 

The CuatrMan. Repeat the questioi 

Mr. Sourwine. The question is: Who are your friends who organ- 
ized this dinner ? 

The CHatrman. I order you to answer the question. 

Mr. Forrer. May we have an explanation of just what relevancy that 
has with anything to do with this hear ing? 

The CHatrman. That is a matter for determination of the commit- 
tee. LTorder the quest ion to be answered. 

Mr. Terman. Mr. Chairman, no doubt you have been honored by 
dinners in the past. I am sure for your long-distinguished service in 
the Senate your friends have given dinners. I don’t see why that 
becomes a matter for this committee. 

The CuairMan. I am ordering you to answer the question, sir. 

Mr. Terman. Well, I think it is a shame that a man’s private life 
has to be brought into this kind of a hearing. 

The CHatrRMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Terman. But, nevertheless, if you want to know who organized 
the dinner, it was my wife with a group of her friends, and again 
I resent the fact that my wife has to be brought into this kind of a 
hearing. 

The CHArRMAN. Proceed. 

Mr. Sourwine. Who were the friends, Mr. Terman ? 

Mr. Terman. Now, look, I don’t know who my wife’s friends are. 
There was a group of women that met. This was a surprise party to 
me. How should I know? 

Mr. Sourwine. If you don’t know, all you have to do is say so. 

Mr. Terman. I don’t know. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you stating you do not know any of the organ- 
izers of this dinner exe ‘ept that your wife was one of them ? 

Mr. Terman. This w: as a surprise party for me, sir. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Are you stating that you do not know who were any 
of the organizers of this dinner except that your wife was one of 
them ? 

Mr. Terman. That is a very difficult question. It might have been 
my aunts, my uncles, my brothers, my sisters. I don’t know, I frankly 
don’t know. 

Mr. Sourwine. Well, that is all? You do not know who any of 
them were ? 

Mr. Terman. Look, now, after they came to the dinner I met all my 
friends there, so I don’t know who they were. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you know which ones of the ones you met at the 
dinner were the organizers? 

Mr. Terman. No; I did not. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you, Mr. Terman, ever state that you would 
gladly die for Russia ? 

Mr. Terman. Positively and emphatically no. 
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Mr. Sourwtne. Were you a card-carrying member of the Commu- 
nist Party in 1942, 1943, 1944, and 1945 ? 

Mr. Terman. Because of the fact there are too many professional 
informers around I will take my privilege under the fifth amendment 
not to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Does the existence or nonexistence of anyone cate- 
gorized by you as professional informer have anything to do with the 
fact as to whether you were a member of the Communist Party in 
1942, 1943, 1944, and 1945? 

Mr. Terman. I don’t understand that question. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Does the question of whether you were a member 
of the Communist Party have anything to do with the existence of 
any person who may or may not be an informer ? 

Mr. Terman. I still don’t understand the question, sir. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Were you a concealed member of the Communist 
Party in 1950? 

Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you planning to attend the April 30 Conference 
of the Midwest Committee for Protection of the Foreign Born / 

Mr. Terman. I refuse to answer for the same reason. 

Mr. Sourwrine. I have no more questions of this witness but I ask 
that there be inserted in the record at this point an article from the 
Daily Worker regarding the conference concerning which I just asked 
the witness. 

The Cuarrman. It will be admitted into the record. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 56” and is as 
follows :) 

[Daily Worker, New York, April 14, 1955] 


CALL MipweEst RALLY APRIL 30 ON ForREIGN Born 


Cutcaao, April 13.—The Midwest Committee for Protection of Foreign Born 
has issued a call to its annual conference, which will be held in Chicago April 30 
at the Milda Hall, 3142 South Halsted Street. 

Signed by Dr. Anton J. Carlson and Prof. Robert Morss Lovett, conference 
cochairmen, the call states that the purpose of the conference is “to discuss and 
develop ways to promote adequate defense of the rights of noncitizens and 
naturalized American citizens, as well as to seek a speedy repeal of the Walter- 
McCarran law and its replacement by a democratic and humane immigration 
and citizenship policy.” 

The Midwest Committee is aiding in the defense of 39 residents of 4 Midwest 
States in deportation and denaturalization proceedings initiated on charges of 
political belief or affiliation under the Walter-McCarran law. 


The Cuatrman. Any questions? 

Then Mr. Shapiro is your next witness? 

Mr. Sourwrne. Mr. Shapiro, sir. He is here. 

The CHarrman. Raise your hand. Do you solemnly swear the 
testimony you are about to give the Internal Security Subcommittee of 
the Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate of the United States is 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Suarrro. I do. 

The Cuarmrman. I would like to wait until Mr. Forer returns. He 
just stepped out for a moment. 

(Short recess. ) 

Senator Danrev. The committee will be in order. Mr. Sourwine, 
proceed. 
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TESTIMONY OF RALPH N. SHAPIRO, ACCOMPANIED BY JOSEPH 
FORER, HIS ATTORNEY 


Mr. Sourwine. Will you give your full name? 

Mr. Suarreo. Ralph Shapiro. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you have a middle initial ? 

Mr. Sapiro. N, as in Nathan. 

Mr. Sourwine. What does that stand for? 

Mr. Suartro. Noah, N-o-a-h. 

Mr. Sourwine. What is your address? 

Mr. SHarrro. 9 East 40th Street, New York 16, N. Y. 

Mr. Sourwine. That is your business address; isn’t it ? 

Mr. Sapiro. Yes; home address, 160-07 17th Avenue, Whitestone, 
(Queens, N. Y. 

Mr. SourwIne. You are a lawyer? 

Mr. Suartro. That’s right. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you a member of a law firm? 

Mr. Suarrro. I am associated with another lawyer; yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Who is he? 

Mr. Suaprro. Harold I. Cammer. 

Mr. Sourwine. Is that the same Mr. Cammer who is a member 
the firm of Cammer & Witt ? 

Mr. Suartro. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Is Nathan Witt a member of that firm? 

Mr. Suartro. No; that firm has not been in existence since, I believe, 
the beginning of 1951. 

Mr. Sourwine. Has its name gone off the doors and off the letter- 
heads? 

Mr. SHaprro. Off the letterheads. There is no door; off the letter- 
heads. 

Mr. Sourwine. Then you have a partnership with Mr. Cammer 
which no other attorney shares? 

Mr. Suaprrro. I prefer to call it an association. 

Mr. Sourwrngz. Is it in fact a partnership ? 

Mr. Suaptro. It is an association. 

Mr. Sourwine. Is it in fact a partnership ? 

Mr. Suartro. No; it is not in fact a partnership. 

Mr. Sourwtne. I just wanted to make the record clear on that. 

Your office is the same as the suite used by Mr. Witt? 

Mr. Suaprro. That’s correct. 

Mr. Sourwine. What other attorneys share that office space? 

Mr. SuHartro. Well, there is a whole floor there, Mr. Sourwine, and 
there are other lawyers on that floor who have absolutely no relation- 
ship with Mr. Cammer or myself. They are in the nature of ten- 
ants paying rent and so on. 

Mr. Sourwine. To whom do they pay their rent? 

Mr. Swaptro. They pay it to Mr. Cammer. 

Mr. Sourwrne. These individuals. 

Mr. Suaprro. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Who are those lawyers? 

Mr. SHarrro. Stanley Faulkner, Henry Rubin, and Joseph Dia- 
mond, 

Mr. Sourwrne. Are there any other persons or organizations which 
share that office space? 
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Mr. Suaprro. Well, Mr. Diamond has a couple of his own corpora- 
tions that use it as a mailing address but beyond that, no. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Does the firm of Cameron & Kahn use that office 
space ? 

Mr. Suaptro. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Do they have desk space there? 

Mr. Suartro. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Does their telephone ring in that office? 

Mr. Suarrro. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrne. You are sure about that? 

Mr. Suaptro. It does not ring on the phone that I am familiar with, 
namely my phone and Mr. Cammer’s phone number which is the 
same phone number. 

Mr. Sourwtne. I asked if their telephone rang in that same office, 
the suit of offices on this floor? 

Mr. Suarrro. To my knowledge it does not, sir. Each of the in- 
dividual attorneys has his own phone. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Does the Liberty Book Club have office space or desk 
space on this floor ? 

Mr. Suarrro. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Do they have a telephone which rings on this floor 
to your knowledge? 

Mr. Suapiro. To my knowledge, no. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Are you the Ralph Shapiro who attested an affi- 
davit by Harvey Matusow in connection with the Jencks case / 

Mr. Suaprro. I am. 

Mr. Sourwine. When did you first see that affidavit? 

Mr. Suarrro. Well, there were two affidavits, Mr. Sourwine. There 
was an affidavit. 

Mr. Shapiro. Did you attest to both of them ? 

Mr. Suapiro. I attested to both of them. 

Mr. Sourwine. When did you first see the first one you attested to? 

Mr. Suarrro. The one that was attested to January 17. I saw 
Mr. Matusow sign for the first time was on October 17 to the best 
of my knowledge. 

Mr. Sourwitne. When did you first see the second one? 

Mr. Sraprro. Again the second to the best of my knowledge on the 
20th of January or maybe a day before because that was the recast 
affidavit, and I think perhaps Mr. Witt may have shown it to me 
just informally. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you sure that the first affidavit was not in 
your possession before Mr. Matusow came to your office to sign it? 

Mr. Suapiro. You mean the affidavit that was executed on Janu- 
ary 17% 

Mr. SourwIne. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Suaprro. I don’t believe it was in was in my possession; no, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. If I told you that Mr. Matusow had said that the 
affidavit was at your office and that he went there and signed it, 
would that make any difference in your answer? 

Mr. Suapiro. Does he mean my office or Mr. Witt’s office? We 
have offices on the space. Did he mean in Mr. Witt’s room or in 
my room ¢ 

we SourwIne. Let’s get that straight. In what room was it 
signed ‘ 
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Mr. Suaprro. It was signed in Mr. Witt’s room on January 17. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know whether it was there before Mr. 
Matusow came to sign it ? 

Mr. Suartro. I really, Mr. Sourwine, have no recollection of that. 

Mr. Sourwine. All right, sir. Now do you know who typed the 
affidavit that was executed on the 17th? 

Mr. Suapiro. I don’t know who typed it. 

Mr. SourwiNe. Do you know where it was typed ? 

Mr. Suaptro. No; I do not know where it was typed. 

Mr. SourwineE. Do you know who prepared it 

Mr. Suapiro. No, sir; I do not know. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow signed it and you attested it in Mr. 
Witt’s office ? 

Mr. Suapiro. That’s correct. 

Mr. Sourwine. What is the fact in this regard with respect to the 
second affidavit, the one that was attested on the 20th ? 

Mr. Suariro. That was attested in Mr. Witt’s room on the date 
indicated in the aflidavits. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you know Harvey Matusow before you nota- 
rized his affidavit in the Jencks case? 

Mr. SHapiro. I met him for the first time on January 17, after 
meeting him I realized that I had seen him in the office before then, 
but the first time I met him was on the 17th of January. 

Mr. SourwiNeE. You never consulted with him on his business or 
the business of any of your clients before that time ? 

Mr. SuHaptro. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you, sir, sign a nominating petition for one 
Simon Gerson in 1948 ? 

Mr. Suarimo. Well, may I say on that, Mr. Sourwine and chairman 
of the committee, that I fail to see the materiality or relevance of that 
question for the purposes which | have been subpenaed, namely, the 
execution of the affidavit by Mr. Matusow. 

Mr. Sourwrne. You can’t define the purposes for which you have 
been subpenaed. ‘That is for the committee. 

Mr. Suapiro. Well then, may I request that the committee there- 
fore define the purposes for which I have been subpenaed? Appar- 
ently my sole connection with this matter is the fact that I witnessed, 
and there has been no question of it, witnessed or rather took, as we 
say, Mr. Matusow’s signature. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Shapiro, you have been subpenaed by the com- 
mittee to answer questions respecting matters which the committee 
is investigating. 

One of those questions was just asked you. Did you sign a nomi- 
nating petition for Simon Gerson in 1948 ? 

Mr. Suartro. May I request the Chair to rule on the objection, so to 
speak, that I have raised? 

Senator Danrex. You have been here during the testimony of the 
previous witnesses today, haven’t you! 

Mr. Suapiro. Some of them; yes. 

Senator Daniret. You know the ruling that has been made to sug- 
gestions or objections before and the Chair will make the same ruling. 
Your objection is overruled. 

Mr. Suarriro. The ruling, sir, may I suggest respectfully should 
not be blanket rulings on all questions of materiality or relevancy 4 
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Senator Danrez. I ruled strictly on your objection now and you 
will proceed to answer the question. 

Mr. Suarrro. You are therefore overruling my objection as to ma- 
teriality or relevancy, sir? 

Senator Danrex. That is correct. 

Mr. Suaprro. May I therefore raise this objection? Under my rights 
under the first amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
with regard to whether or not I signed a nominating petition, it is an 
act of electoral privilege which is given to all citizens and I think one 
that should be respected by this committee, sir. 

Senator Dantrev. That objection is overruled. You will proceed 
to answer the question. 

Mr. Suarrro. Having overruled these objections, sir, then I must 
avail myself of the privilege afforded me under the fifth amendment 
not to be compelled to bear ‘witness against myself. 

Mr. Sourwrxr. Do you know that Simon Gerson, in 1948, ran on the 
Communist Party ticket? 

Mr. Suarrro. Well, if your records show it, sir, I would take it. 

Senator Danre.. You understand he was asking: Do you know he 
ran on the Communist Party ticket? 

Mr. Suaprtro. It might help if you gave the office for which he ran 
then. 

Mr. Sourwinr. I have just asked if you knew that he ran on the 
Communist ticket. 

aes Suaptro. I heard testimony earlier today to the effect that 

imon Gerson is an employee, or whatever you want to call it, of 
the Communist P arty, and I assume then that he may have at times 
run. I have no recollection of whether or not he ran in 1948 for 
public office. 

Mr. Sourwrne. As a matter of fact wasn’t it your knowledge that 
he ran on the Communist Party ticket that led you to refuse to answer 
the question whether you signed a nominating petition for him that 
year? 

Mr. Suaptro. I think you should know, Mr. Sourwine, that you have 
no right to inquire as-to the reasons why a witness avails himself of 
the privileges under the fifth amendment. 

And secondly I have already answered the question. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Well, answer it now if you have already answered 
it. 

Mr. SHaprro. What is the question, sir? 

Mr. Sourwrne. The question is whether it is not true as a matter 
of fact that it was your knowledge that Simon Gerson ran on the 
Communist Party ticket which led you to claim the refusal as to 
whether you signed the nominating petition for him. 

Mr. Suarmo. Well, I must refuse to decline to answer that question, 
sir, under the fifth amendment I am not required to bear witness 
against myself and also that it is a rather vague and generalized 
question. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that the witness 
had previously testified that he did not know on what ticket Mr. Ger- 
son ran, I submit he has waived his privilege to claim the fifth amend- 
ment and therefore refuse to answer the question as to whether his 
knowledge of that was not a factor in his refusal to answer the prior 
question. 
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Senator Danret. I instruct the witness to answer the question. 

Mr. Suapriro. I’d—— 

Mr. Sourwine. The question is: 

Was it not a fact that your knowledge of Mr. Gerson’s having run on the Com- 
munist Party ticket was the basis for your refusal to answer the question as to 
whether you had signed a nominating petition for him. 

Mr. Suapmo. I would be willing to debate at the proper time and 
forum the question of waiver which is a wholly technical one as you 
gentleman well know, but under the circumstances I must avail my- 
self of the privilege under the fifth amendment not to be required to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Sourwine. I ask that the witness be ordered to answer the 
question. 

Mr. Forer. You just did. 

Senator Dantex. The Chair just ordered the witness to answer the 
question and the Chair orders again. 

Mr. Suaprro. I understand that, sir, that I have been ordered and 
I again make my declination. 

Mr. Sourwine. Were you active in the American Labor Party rally 
in Peekskill, September 13, 1949? 

Mr. Suaprro. I was not active in it, sir. I attended it. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you or have you ever been a member of the 
Lawyers Guild? 

Mr. Suaprro. I was and I am. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you the Ralph Shapiro who once lived at 3154 
Fairmont Street in Los Angeles, Calif. ? 

Mr. Suaprro. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. May I say I do not mean by these questions to imply 
that you were. There are several Ralph Shapiros in records in var- 
ious places and I’m trying to get them straightened out for your 
benefit as weil as the committee. 

Mr. Suaptro. I have never lived in that address that you have just 
stated. 

Mr. Sourwitne. Were you the Ralph Shapiro who subscribed to 
the People’s Daily World in September 1939? 

Mr. Suartro. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Have you ever subscribed to the Peoples Daily 
World. 

Mr. Suartro. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Were you the Ralph Shapiro who subscribed to 
the Daily Worker in 1948 and °49? 

Mr. SHaprro. You mean the one in California? 

Mr. Sourwtne. No; the Daily Worker, a New York publication. 

Mr. Suarrro. Well, again I must raise an objection based upon 
materiality and relevancy, sir. 

Senator Dantet. That objection is overruled. 

Mr. Suarrro. For all the reasons I have stated before. 

Senator Dantet. It is overruled. Proceed to answer the question. 

Mr. Sxarro. I must also raise an objection on the rights given 
me under the first amendment, too. 

Senator Dantev. That is overruled. You will proceed to answer 
the question. 
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Mr. Suarreo. I must respectfully decline to answer the question on 
the grounds that I am not required to be a witness against myself 
under the fifth amendment to the United States Constitution. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you now a subscriber to the Daily Worker? 

Mr. Suariro. I wish to avail myself of the same answer I gave in 
response to the previous question in order to shorten this hearing, sir. 

Senator Dantex. It will be understood you object because of materi- 
ality and because of the first amendment. They are overruled. Now 
you will proceed to answer the question. 

Mr. Suariro. I must respectfully decline to answer on the grounds 
that I am not required to be a witness against myself under the fifth 
amendment to the United States Constitution. 

Mr. Sourwitne. Are you the same Ralph Shapiro who graduated 
from Michigan Law School? 

Mr. Suaprro. I am. 

Mr. Sourwtne. And in what year did you graduate ? 

Mr. Suartro. Michigan Law School in 1940. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Were you, sir, at the time you attended Michigan 
Law School, a member of any Communist group or faction ? 

Mr. Suarrro. I must raise again the objection as to materiality and 
relevancy as well as to objection under the first amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States. 

Senator Dantex. Those objections are overruled. 

Mr. Suaprro. I must therefore respectfully decline to answer on 
the grounds afforded me not to be a witness against myself by the 
fifth amendment to the United States Constitution. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Are you the same Ralph Shapiro who represented 
Joseph Silverstein, arrested and charged with assault on an officer in 
Union Square, August 2, 1950? 

Mr. Suarrro. Yes; I represented him. I don’t recall the dates, 
but I'll take what you say, sir, on that. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you the same Ralph Shapiro who was a lawyer 
on the committee handling arrangements for the peace rally held at 
Union Square, December 11, 1951, under the auspices of the New 
York Labor Conference for Peace ? 

Mr. Snaprtro. I don’t think that I handled the arrangements. I do 
believe that I was asked by the committee to make representations in 
their behalf to the Police Department for a permit, and I believe I 
did accompany them and speak to some commissioner or deputy com- 
missioner there and that was the end of my association with them. 
It was a client-attorney relationship, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you the same Ralph Shapiro who signed an 
American Labor Party nominating petition for Clifford T. McAvoy 
for president of the city council in 1951? 

Mr. Suartro. Well, again I must raise the objections I raised be- 
fore as to materiality and relevancy particularly under the first amend- 
ment, it is an exercise of an electoral privilege which every citizen of 
the United States has and I fail to see what bearing it has whether I 
did or did not sign on certain dates—— 

Senator Dantet. Objection is overruled. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Might I state for the record the question does not go 
to whether Mr. Shapiro did or did not do it. The question is one of 
identification as to whether he is a particular Shapiro. 
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Mr. Suapiro. What bearing does that have on this? 

Senator Dantex. Overrule the objection. Proceed to answer the 
question. 

Mr. Sapiro. I have identified myself sufficiently by this time. In 
1950 was this, Mr. Sourwine ? 

Mr. Sourwitne. 1951. 

Mr. Siariro. I probably was. The reason I say probably was be- 
cause I have no independent recollection of it, but 1f it shows a Ralph 
Shawire too, it may have well have been me. As you indicated there 
is more than one Ralph Shapiro. 

Senator Dantev. Did you sign an American Labor Party petition 
for the nomination of Clifford T. McAvoy for president of the city 
council at any time? 

Mr. Suariro. I probably did. The reason I say probably is I have 
no independent recollection of having signed for that person in that 
year. 

If you could be more precise or if you have a photostatic copy and 
I could see my signature I’d be glad to confirm or deny. 

Mr. Sourwrner. Are you the same Ralph Shapiro who was 19th 
assembly district candidate for council on the American Labor Party 
ticket at one time? 

Mr. Suaptro. I think by this time you have identified me sufficiently 
and I see no point or purpose to these questions on the issue upon 
which I have been subpenaed before this committee, namely, whether 
Matusow signed an affidavit and I must respectfully object; I know ] 
nay object to this question. 

Senator Danrev. That objection is overruled. 

Mr. Suarrro. Well, in that event the answer is “Yes,” I did run for 
that office at the time indicated, on the Sonieen Labor Party ticket. 

Mr. Sourwine. What was that year? 

Mr. Snaprro. Was that councilman, did you say? Because I have 
run more than once. 

Mr. Sovrwine. City council. 

Mr. Suapiro, City council, that was probably 1949. 

Mr. Sourwine. What other offices have you run for and when? 

Mr. Suaprro. Well, the when is a different thing. I think the fol- 
lowing year, that would be 1950, which would be a national election 
year I think I ran for Congress, and 1951—— 

Senator Danten. On what ticket ? 

Mr. S#aptro. On the American Labor Party ticket, sir, and I did 
not get elected. And the following year, and this I may be wrong 
on because I think the following year we have State, judicial elections, 
in New York State and I believe I ran for supreme court judge in 
Kings County in 1951. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did you, sir? 

Are you the same Ralph Shapiro who spoke at a meeting sponsored 
by the American Labor Party at Minoral Temple, 50th Street and 
14th Avenue, Brooklyn, to protest the Peekskill riot ? 

Mr. Suaprro. Say that date again, Mr. Sourwine, please, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. I did not give a date. 

Mr. Suarrro. Well, I have spoken, and this is the only answer I 
can give you, in the capacity as a candidate for the American Labor 

Party. at very many rallies and functions, and if your records indi- 
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cate that I spoke under the auspices of the American Labor Party 
‘hes I probably did. I have no independent recollection. 

I spoke at this Minoral Temple more than one time, too. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Do you remember ever specifically speaking at 
meetings called to protest the Peekskill riot? 

Mr. Suaprtro. Why, yes, I have a recollection of that. There is a 
great deal of indignation inthe community. A meeting was arranged 
and I spoke a‘ it to protest what had happened when the hoodlums 
who assaulted the people who went to Peekskill. 

Mr. Sourwine. Where was the meeting held ? 

Mr. Suaprro. I don’t know. I have absolutely no recollection of 
where it was held. 

Mr. Sourwtne. But you did speak somewhere, to protest that. 

Mr. Suartro. I have that recollection, but I don’t recall where or 
when. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you the same Ralph Shapiro who sent May Day 
greetings to the Daily Worker on May 1, 1946? 

Mr. Srarrro. Well, again I must respectfully raise the objections 
I raised before. I see no purpose to bringing out all these indicia of 
identification after my identity has been est ablished particularly with 
respect to the matters of which we are concerned here this afternoon. 

I don’t see just what it has to do with this, sir, any more. 

Senator DanreL. We disagree on that and I overrule the objection. 
If you want to continue to repeat them, I will continue to rule on 
them. 

You may a ally offer some objection that the Chair will agree 
with you on, but things like we have had we will save time if you 
should see fit not to continually offer the objection as to materiality 
because the committee has already decided that they believe these 
questions are material. 

The witness will proceed. 

Mr. Suaprro. I can’t probe into your minds as to the basis for ruling 
but I just don’t see it at all. 

I will therefore, and I assume your ruling will be the same as to 
the first amendment objection, I will therefore respectfully decline to 
answer under the privileges afforded me not to be a witness against 
myself. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Shapiro, are you now a member of the Com- 
munist Party, U.S. A.? 

Mr. SHAPtRO. Again I must raise the question of materiality and 
relevancy of that question to the issues developed in this proceedin 
as well as my rights under the first amendment. Having anticipated 
if I may, sir, your adverse ruling on this objection, which I take it 
there will be, I don’t want to jump ahead of you, sir. 

Senator Danteu. Yes, indeed. That will be the ruling, and on this 
occasion I will tell you something about the materiality. This com- 
mittee has been led to believe that Mr. Matusow is under the influence 
of the Communist Party and the Communist Party members in chang- 
ing his testimony and that they have prevailed on him to do so and 
therefore every one who has had any connection with Mr. Matusow’s 
changing, in testimony, his affidavits and so forth, we want to talk 
with and to get answers, and especially answers as to whether or not 
they are members of the Communist Party. 
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Now that is why the question has been asked to you and you will 
proceed to answer it. 

Mr. Suaptro. But, sir, if I may just take a moment, I have already 
answered all, giving complete disclosures as to my connection, which 
was nil with Mr, Matusow’s change of testimony. It was nil, nothing 
at all. All I did in this situation was to take his signature and there 
has been no contradiction of that either here or in a court proceeding 
so far as I understand it. 

Senator Dante, Of course, that is your conclusion. 

Mr. Suapiro. That is the fact, sir. 

Senator DanieL. We will not have any further argument about the 
ruling. 

The ruling has been made and you will answer the question whether 
or not you’re now a member of the Communist Party. 

Mr. SHarrro, Again I wish to assert my rights under the first 
amendment in addition to the various objections I have heretofore 
made to this particular question. 

And having anticipated that the Chair’s ruling will be adverse to 
that. 

Senator Danret. The Chair has already ruled. 

You need not anticipate further on that. 

I ask you now to answer the question. 

Mr Suaprro. I must respectfully decline to answer by reason of 
the rights given to me not to be a witness against myself under the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Sourwrne. I have no more questions of this witness. 

Senator DAntev. The witness is excused. 

The committee will meet - 10: 30 in the morning. 

(Whereupon at 5:50 p. m. an adjournment was taken, to reconvene 


at 10:30 a. m., Puenlay, Ae 19, 1955.) 


x 











